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THE FATE 
OF 
212 U. BOATS. 


1914—18. 
By ALBERT CLOSE. 


The folfowing list of U Boats sunk during the GREAT WAR is taken chiefly 
from the Navy League’s Journal ‘‘ THE NAVY.” 

It has been revised from Admiralty Prize Court Records ai the Law Courts. 
202 German and about 10 Austrian U Boats were sunk. The Admiralty assign 
numbers to 177 only. The unnumbered 35 must include the 16 so gallantly fought 
and sunk by our Drifter and Trawler Skippers, for which they were decorated by 
H.M. the King and paid the Admiralty award. They cannot have ail been mistakes, 
as several were subsequently located by divers, ete. There isa strong feeling 
amongst Skippers of the Naval Patrols, that U Boats sunk by themselves have been 
wrongly credited to Commissioned Officers, who unsuccessfully tought U Boats 
about the same date. Fishermen’s Net Inventions all shared the same fate. 

Over 60 Drifters and Trawlers have been officially mentioned for sinking U Boats. 

The total! German U Boat loss was 202. In addition to these, 14 submarines 
were destroyed by the Germans themselves—10 in the Adriatic and four in Flanders. 
Seven more were interned in neutral countries. 158 were surrendered to the British 
Navy after the Armistice.—*‘ The Times,’ Jan. 4th, 1919. 

THE GERMAN SUBMARINES. 

Of the submarines built during the war, the largest was the U 142 type. These 
were 320 feet long, with a surface displacement of 2,160 tons, surface horse power 
of 6,000, and designed surface speed of 184 knots. They carried crews of 83, and 
had a torpedo armament of six tubes, besides two 5°9-in. guns. The radius was 
20,000 miles at six knots, enabling them to operate in remote waters. According to 
Admiral von Capelle, 46 submarines were ordered for the German Navy before the 
war and 764 during it, making a total of 810, but of these only 672 appeared to have 
been begun. 

U.C. Boats were small Mine Layers. U.B. Boats were larger and could keep 
the sea for 10 to 24 days. They carried a 4-in. gun and ten torpedoes. U Boats 
proper could keep to sea for 10 to 30 days and were mostly fitted with torpedoes. 
Some carried mines. 

The British lost 2,400 Merchant Ships, 14,000 Merchant Seamen, 400 Trawlers, 
Drifters and Mine-Sweepers, and over 2.000 Officers and Men on Mine Sweeping. 


1914. Dec.—U 5 destroyed 8 m. N. 
Aug. 9.—H.M.S. BIRMINGHAM of Zeebrugge by a mine. 


(Capt. A. M. Duff, R.N.) rammed 
and sank U 15 101 m. S.E. 4 S. 
of Fair Isle. 23 of crew perished. 

Sept. 12.—U 13 destroyed off 
Heligoland by a mine. 

Nov. 23.—Mine-Sweeping Trawler 
DOROTHY GRAY, PD _ 533 
(Skipper Youngson, D.S.C.), 
rammed U 18 one mile from the 
Hoxa entrance to Scapa Flow. 
U 18 subsequently surrendered 
and was sunk by her crew off 
Muckle Skerry. One killed, 26 
prisoners. 


Dec.—U 11 destroyed 8 m. N. of 
Zeebrugge by a mine. 


1915. 


Jan.—U 831 lost from some unknown 
cause. 


Jan.—U 7 sunk in North Sea by 
another German submarine. 


March 4.—H.M.S. GHURKA and 
MAORI, with other destroyers, 
sank U 8 in the Channel off 
Dover. Crew of 29 prisoners. 
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March 10.—H.M.S. ARIEL (Lt.- 
Com. J. Creagh, R.N.) rammed and 
sank U 12 off the Berwickshire 
coast. 18 killed. 10 prisoners. 


March 18.—H.M.S. DREAD- 
NOUGHT (Capt. W.J.S. Alderson, 
R.N.) rammed and sank U 29 
in the North Sea, 110 m. E. } N. 
of Kinnaird Head. 

U 29 was commanded by the 
famous Capt. Weddigen, who sank 
the CRESSY, ABOUKIR, HOGUE 
and HAWK. He perished with 
his crew of 35. 


June 5.—H.M. Armed _ Trawler 
HAWK, H 288, rammed and 
sank U 14 90 m. E. by S. of 
Aberdeen, six officers and 21 
men being captured. Lieut.-Com. 
H. J. Ferguson, D.S.C., R.N.R., 
was in command of HAWK. 


June 23.—H.M. SUBMARINE C 24, 
in tow of Armed Trawler TARA- 
NAKI (A 445), torpedoed and sank 
U 40 60 m. S.E. 4 S. of Aberdeen, 
Two officers and one petty officer 
rescued. 29 of her crew perished. 
She attacked the trawler intending 
to sink her, when C 24 rose and 
torpedoed her. Lieut. F. H. 
Taylor, D.S.C., R.N., com- 
manded C 24 and Lieut. Peterson, 
R.N.R., the trawler. 


June.—U 37 lost in North Sea from 
some unknown cause. 


July 2.—UC 2 destroyed by S.S. 
COLLINGHAM in the North Sea, 
in the Stanford Channel. 


July 19.—U 42 sunk 170 m. F. 
by S. 2? S. of Aberdeen. 


July 20.—H.M. SUBMARINE C 27, 
in tow of Armed Trawler 
PRINCESS MARIE JOSE, H 242, 
torpedoed and sank U 23 44 m. 
S.E. + S. of Fair Isle. Four 
officers and six men _ rescued. 
Skipper Reiach, on being 
challenged by the enemy, tele- 
phoned down to the British 
Submarine to rise and fire a 
torpedo on the bearing he gave. 
On reaching the surface she did 
so and blew the U Boat to pieces. 
24 of her crew perished. Com. 
Dobson, .V.C., D.S.0., _R:N., 
commanded C 27 .and Lieut. 
M. Tarver, R.N.R., the trawler. 


July 24.—Armed Collier PRINCE 
CHARLES (Q Ship) (Lt. W. P. 
Mark Wardlaw) destroyed U 36 
by gunfire 10 m. E.N.E. of North 
Rona Island. 19 of crew perished, 
15 prisoners. 

July 29.—H.M. Drifter SAM 
RICHARDS, LT 226 (Skipper 
W. A. Capps) destroyed U. 2 
with nets and explosive sweeps 
7 m. E. by S. of Orfordness. 
Chief Skipper W. A. Capps 
awarded the D.S.C. 

U 2 located by d:ver. 

Aug. 11.—Armed Trawler G. AND 
E., LT 649 (Skipper Moxey) 
sank U.B. 4 near Smith’s Knoll 
Light Vessel by gunfire. The 
Submarine had just sunk some 
LT Smacks and came at the 
G. AND E. intending to sink her, 
but received four shots into his 
hull in one minute which sent 
him to the bottom. Skipper 
Moxey picked up the flagpole 
and German Ensign on _ the 
spot where the U Boat sank. 

August.—U 26 lost in Baltie from 
some unknown cause. 

August.—UB 1 lost in Mediter- 
ranean from some _ unknown 
cause. 

Aug. 15.—The Armed Smack 
INVERLYON, LT 687 (Skipper 
Tom Phillips, D.S.M.) sank a 
U Boat by gunfire 4 m. N. by E. 
of Smith’s Knoll Spar Buoy. 
The Skipper was awarded £1,000 
and the D.S.M. The German 
Officer shut the conning tower 
and left his men to their fate 
on the whaleback when the 
INVERLYON opened fire. 

Skipper Phillips was taken 
prisoner in April, 1916. 

The German Commander, who 
was steering for home at full 
speed, called him on the bridge 
and taunted him with ‘‘ Where 
is your British Navy? We are 
looking for them.” Skipper 
Phillips replied ‘‘ Ease down a 
bit and you will soon. see them, 
they are now / believe looking 
for you.” ‘‘ ASS!” exclaimed the 
Commander “ go off the bridge, 
you are an insolent fellow!” 
When he reached Wilhelmshaven, 
he was court-martialed on sus- 
picion of being a “ wanted” 
man. The Court had JDailv 
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Mirror portraits of the man and 
compared them with the prisoner. 
Skipper Phillips walked up to 
the gold-braided Admirals and 
held the Mzvvor up beside his 
face and said, ‘‘ Not much alike, 
are they?’ The hostile Court 
was abashed by the gallant 
fellow’s fearlessness, and acquitted 
him. 

When Skipper Nessling’s smack 
INTEGRITY, LT 930, was 
sinking and her flag just dis- 
appearing beneath the waves 
he shouted from the deck of the 
U Boat ‘* Three cheers for the 
old Union Jack!’ The German 
Commander looked hard at him 
and said ‘“‘If you say another 
word I will shoot you on the 
spot.’’ ‘‘Allright Sir! ’” exclaimed 
Skipper Nessling, who _ saluted 
and turned away. 

Aug. 19.—U 27 destroyed 66 m. 
N.N.W. + W. of Bishop Rk., 
Scilly Isles by H.M.S. WYANDRA 
(Commander Herbert, R.N.) by 
gunfire. Crew of 37 perished. 

Aug. 23.—The Armed Smack PET, 
LT 560 (Skipper Moore) sank 
a U Boat by gunfire off Smith’s 
Knoll after a two hours’ fight. 
The U Boat had sunk several 
unarmed LT Smacks, and 
attacked the PET intending to 
sink her. Skipper Moore was 
awarded £1,000 by the Admiralty. 

Sept. 12.—H.M.S. WYANDRA (Lt.- 
Com. A. W. Smith, R.N.) sank U 41 
65 m. S.W. by W. of Bishop Rock, 
Seilly Isles. by gunfire. Crew 
of 37 perished. 

Sept. 15._SUBMARINE E 16 (Lt.- 
Com. C. P. Talbot, R.N.) torpedoed 
U 6, 20 m. S. } E. of Udsire, 
Norway. 24 of crew perished. 
Five prisoners. 

Oct.—UC 9 blown up by her own 
mines. 


1916. 


Mar. 6.—The Lowestoft Armed 
Smack, FAME (Skipper Strong) 
fought five U Boats between 
5 a.m. and 5 p.m., sinking two 
of them by gunfire, about 50 m. 
E.S.E. of Lowestoft. The U 
Boats attacked the FAME at 
5 a.m., 8 a.m., 11 a.m., 2 p.m. 
and 4 p.m. The first and third 
were sunk after a gunfire fight. 


March 12.—UB 6 grounded near 
Helvetsluis (Holland) and interned. 


March 17.—UC 12 blown up by her 
own mines off Taranto. 
UC 12 was raised by the Italian 
Divers, and was found to be 
flying the Austrian flag, but the 
crew proved to be dead Germans, 
and all the documents and charts 
on board were German. She had 
been laying mines in the guise 
of an Austrian before Italian 
Harbours for months before War 
was declared by Italy. 


March 22.—U 68 sunk by H.M.S. 
FARNBOROUGH (Q Ship) off the 
South of Ireland, 22 m. N.W. by 
W. ? W. of Valencia Isle. 
Crew of 38 perished. 


Mar. 23.—The Lowestoft Armed 
Smack TELESIA (Skipper W. S. 
Wharton, D.S.C. and Bar), sank 
a U Boat by gunfire 30 m. E. 
of Lowestoft. Skipper Wharton 
was awarded the D.S.C. and two 
of the crew the D.C.M. The 
TELESIA fought the Submarine 
for four hours’ before’ she 
succeeded in sinking him, or from 
12.30 to 4.30 p.m. 

The crew of the TELESIA 
could see the German Commander 
looking hard through his glasses 
as if trying to see if armed. 

The Submarine repeatedly dived 
and attacked by torpedo and gun- 
fire from a different quarter 
each time. At 4.30 p.m. she 
rose out of the water and came 
full speed at the TELESIA. 
The gunner fired and hit her in 
the fore deck and burst her right 
open. She turned over on her 
side and went down by the head. 


March.—UB 13 lost from some 
unknown cause. 


Mar. 30.—The Armed Smack 
ENERGIC, Lowestoft, (Skipper 
Thomson, D.S.C.,) sank a U 
Boat with Electric Mined Nets, 
about 14 m. E. by S. 4 S. of 
Lowestoft. Skipper Thomson 
received £1,000 award. 


April 5th.—H.M. Drifters 
ENDURANCE, LT 1072 (Skipper 
Wylie); COMRADES, LT 990; 
WELCOME STAR, FR _ 522; 
STATELEY, BF 1553; 
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PLEAIDES, FR 489; and BOY 
ERNEST, YH 752; captured UB 
26 with nets, 12 m. N.W. of 
Havre. 

April 23.—The Lowestoft Armed 
Smack HOBBY HAWK LT 3879 
(Skipper Alfred Thomson, D.S.C. 
and Bar), destroyed a large 
U Boat, UC 8 with Electric Mined 
Nets about 7 m. E. of Smith’s 
Knoll Spar Buoy. Skipper 
Thomson awarded the D.S.C. 

April 24.—H.M. Drifter GLEANER 
OF THE SEA, LT 1170, (Skipper 
Hurren, D.S.C.) destroyed UB 3 by 
bombs 20 m. N.W. of Zeebrugge. 
Crew of 16 perished. 

April 27.—H.M.S, FIREDRAKE 
(Com. A. T. Tillard, R.N.) cap- 
tured UC 5 ashore off the Essex 
coast. Crew of 18 captured. 


April.—U 10 destroyed by a mine, 
15 m. N.E. of Ostende. 


May 2.—The Lowestoft Armed 
Smack HOBBY HAWK 
(Chief Skipper W. S. Wharton, 
D.S.C. and Bar) destroyed a 
U Boat with Mined Nets 4 m. 
E. of Smith’s Knoll Spar Buoy. 

May 9.—H.M. Drifter CAROL and 
DOROTHY, INS 120 (Skipper 
Smith) destroyed a U Boat with 
nets and depth charges in the 
Adriatic. 

May 9.—H.M. Drifter MEG, LT 
316 (Skipper Kemp) destroyed 
a U Boat with Electric Mined 
Nets in the Adriatic. 

May 13th.—H.M. Drifters DULCIE 
DORIS, LT 277 (Skipper Cook) 
and CALISTOGA, LY 8:52 
(Skipper Stephen),sank U 12 Aus. 
in Adriatic, 14 m. off Cape 
Otranto, by gunfire and nets, 
four of crew killed, 20 surrendered. 
Italian Govt. awarded £1000 to 
crews and Italian Admiral 
presented Skipper Stephen with 
the Jolly Roger to fly at his 
masthead. 

May 19.—The Lowestoft Armed 
Smack HOBBY HAWK, 
(Chief Skipper W. S. Wharton, 
D.S.C. and Bar) destroyed a 
U Boat by gunfire 4 m. E. of 
Smith’s Knoll Spar Buoy. This 
U Boat had sunk several un- 
armed LT Smacks before he 
attacked the HOBBY HAWK, 
thinking she also was unarmed. 


When the pirates saw the gun 
on the HOBBY HAWK, they 
cried ‘‘ Kamerad! Kamerad!” 
but the HOBBY HAWK took no 
chances and put him where he 
had put the smacks an hour before. 

May 27.—H. M. Trawlers 
SEA RANGER, H 188, OKU, 
CF 25, and RODINO, GY 836, 
sank U 74 by gunfire 112 m. 
E. by S. 2? S. of Aberdeen. 
Crew of 39 perished.  Lieut.- 
Com. H. J. Bray, D.S.C., R.N.R., 
was senior British Officer. 

May.—UB 15 lost in Mediterranean 
from some unknown cause. 

July 6.—H.M. Motor-Boat SALMON 
destroyed UC 10 by depth-charge 
in the North Sea, 10 m. E. of 
Southwold. Crew of 18 perished 
Lieut. E. Temple-West, D.S.C., 
R.N.V.R. commanded 4H.M.S. 
SALMON. 

July 7.—U 77 lost in North Sea from 
some unknown cause. 

July 14.—SUBMARINE H 5 (Lt.- 
Com. C. H. Varley) torpedoed and 
destroyed U 51 20 m. S. of 
Heligoland. Crew of 35 perished. 

July 30.—H.M. Drifters QUARRY 
KNOWE, BUCKIE, (Skipper 
William Bruce, D.S.C.) and 
GARRIGILL, LT 395 (Skipper 
Goldspink, D.S.C.) destroyed UB 
44 with gunfire, nets and depth- 
charges, in the Straits of Otranto. 
When depth-charged, the U Boat 
came up bottom-up. The Drifters 
towed him into shallow water 
and destroyed him. Crew of 23 
perished. 

Skipper Goldspink, along with 
other Drifters, destroyed four 
U Boats, and was presented with 
the Jolly Roger by the Italian 
Admiral. 

Aug. 21.—H.M. SUBMARINE E 54 
torpedoed and destroyed UC 7 
12 m. E. 3 N. of the Schouwen 
Bank Light Vessel. 

Crew of 18 perished. Com. Robt. 
Raikes, D.S.0., R.N., com- 
manded E 54. 

Sept. 8.—The Armed Smack 
HOLKAR, LT 569 (Skipper 
Thomson, D.S.C. and Bar), sank 
a U Boat by gunfire 9 m. N.E., 
by E. of Cross Sand Lt.-V. 
Skipper awarded a Bar to his 
D.S.C. Skipper Thomson sank 
three Submarines in all. 
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Oct. 30.—UB 45 lost by an accident 
in the Black Sea. 

Oct.— UB 7 lost from some unknown 
cause in Black Séa. 

Nov. 2.—Russian Patrol Vessel 
destroyed U 56 at 70°20 N., 
31°0 E. (off the Coast of Lapland). 

Nov. 4.—U 20 ran aground off 
Jutland and was destroyed by 
her own crew. 

Nov. 30.—H.M.S. PENSHURST (the 
Mystery Ship Q 7) (Capt. F. H. 
Grenfell, R.N.) engaged and sank 
UB 19 39 m. S.W. 4 S. of Portland 
Bill. Three officers, 18 men 
prisoners, seven killed. 

Dec. 4.— H.M.S. LLEWELLYN 
(Com. G. S. F. Nash, R.N.) sank 
UC 19 in the Straits of Dover with 
depth-charges. Crew of 27 
perished. 

Dec. 6.—H.M.S. ARIEL (Lt.-Com. 
C. M. Blackman) sank UB 29 
with high explosive sweeps about 
12 miles S.S.W. 4 W. of Bishop 
Rock Light, Scilly Islands. Crew 
of 23 perished. 

Dec. 16.—UB 46 destroyed by a 
mine at the Dardanelles. 

Dec. 17.—H.M. Drifter FISHER 
GIRL, LT 77 (Skipper Sutton), 
destroyed U 20 with nets and 
depth-charges in the Straits of 
Otranto. The Drifters GUERDON 
and D.H.S. also assisted. Crew of 
380 perished. 


1917. 


Jan. 14.—H.M.S. PENSHURST 
(Q 7) (Capt. F. H. Grenfell, R.N.) 
engaged and sank UB 37 in the 
English Channel, 25 m. N.N.E. 
3 E. of C. la Hogue. Crew of 23 
perished. 

Jan. 26.—Russian Armed Trawlers 
sank U 76 in the Arctic Ocean. 
Feb. 1.—The Lowestoft Armed 
Smacks BOY ALFRED (Chief 
Skipper W. S. Wharton, D.S.C. 
and Bar) and PLL TRY (Skipper 
Tom Crisp, V.C., D.S.C.) sank 
two U Boats by gunfire after a 
terrible two-hours fight about 

20 m. S.S.E. of Lowestoft. 
The second U Boat got in 
between the two smacks so that 
their fire would hit each other 
if they missed him. Skipper 
Tom Crisp, V.C., soon out- 
manceuvred him and put him 
under with the first shot, which 


struck the U Boat in the fore- 
deck and burst him right open. 
The Commander of the _ fast 
P Boat which, on receiving 
a Pigeon Service Message, rushed 
to the assistance of the smacks, 
mustered his crew on deck and 
gave the gallant skippers and 
crews three hearty cheers. 

Chief Skipper Wharton awarded 
a Bar to his D.S.C. and Skipper 
Tom Crisp the D.S.C. Skipper 
Wharton sank three U_ Boats 
in all. All located by sweeping. 


Feb. 8.—H.M.S. LIBERTY (Com. 
P. W. S. King, R.N.) rammed and 
sank UC 46 in the Straits of 
Dover. Crew of 29 perished. 


Feb. 8.—H.M.S. THRASHER en- 
gaged and sank UC 89 in N.Sea, 
10 m. S.E. of Flamborough Hd. 
She was surprised whilst attacking 
a merchant ship. Nine of her 
crew perished, 15 prisoners. Two 
British Captains taken prisoners 
the day before were rescued 
from the U Boat. Lieut. E. B. 
Hawkins, D.S.0O., R.N.R., com- 
manded H.M.S. THRASHER. 


Feb. 17.—H.M.S. FARNBOROUGH 
(Q 5) (Com. Gordon Campbell, 
R.N.) sank U 83 S.W. of Ireland, 
57 m. N.W. by W. + W. of Mizen 
Hd. Lured and sunk by gunfire 
37 of crew perished, two prisoners. 


Feb. 23.—UC 32 blown up by her 
own mines off Sunderland. 

March 10.—SUBMARINE G 13 
(Lt. G. F. Bradshaw, R.N.) 
torpedoed and sank UC 43 about 
nine miles N.W. of Muckle 
Flugga Lighthouse. Crew of 29 
perished. 


March 12.—H.M.S. Q@ 19 sank U 85 
in the Western Channel 26 m. 
S. by E. of Start Point. 
Crew of 38 perished. Q 19 was 
commanded by Com. C. G. 
Matheson, D.S.0O., R.N. 


March 12.—H.M.S. MEDEA sank 
UC 18 in the North Sea with 
explosive sweeps. She was sunk 
about 60 m. E. by S. of Sear- 
borough. Her crew of 28 perished. 
H.M.S. MEDEA was commanded 
by Com. A. W. Benson, D.S.O., 
R.N. The prize Court also allowed 
his claim for another U Boat on 
same day. Number unknown. 
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April 5.—SUBMARINE C 7 (Lt. 
A. D. Forbes, R.N.) torpedoed UC 68 
15 m. N.W. of Walcheren. Crew 
of 29 perished. 

April 19.—UC 30 destroyed by a 
mine in the North Sea. 

April 24.—U Type sunk 10 m. 
S.S.E. 4 S. of Portland. 

April (About).—H.M. Drifters 
COSMOS, Lowestoft (Skipper 
Thacker); SILVER QUEEN, LT 
655 (Skipper Oakes); PAXTON, 
LT 1114 (Skipper Lewis); and 
CONFIER, LT 658 _ (Skipper 
Burwood); drove a U boat on 
Mine Field and destroyed him, 
1m. W.N.W. of Varne L.V. 

Skippers and Crews awarded 
£1000 by the Admiralty. 

May 1.—H.M. SUBMARINE E 54. 
torpedoed and destroyed U 81 about 
150 m. S.W. of Valencia Island. 
382 of the crew perished. Seven 
prisoners. Com. Robt. Raikes, 
D.S.O., R.N., commanded E 54 
He also sank UC 10 on Aug. 21, 
1916. 

May 9.—H.M.S. MILNE (Com. 
V. L. A. Campbell, R.N.) rammed 
and sank UC 26 off the mouth 
of the Thames. 26 of crew 
perished, two prisoners. 

May 10.—UC 76, while taking in 
mines in Heligoland Harbour, 
was badly damaged by a mine 
explosion on board. 

May 14.—U 59 destroyed by a 
mine off Heligoland. 

May 17.—H.M.S. GLEN destroyed 
UB 39 by gunfire 30 m. N.E. 
3 N. of Cherbourg. Crew of 28 
perished. Lieut. R. J. Turnbull, 
D.S.0O., D.S.C., R.N.R., was 
British commander. 

May 20.—H.M. SEAPLANE 8663 
(Capt. H. G. Boswell, R.A.F.) 
bombed and sank UC 36 20 m. 
E.N.E. of North Hinder Lightship. 
Crew of 25 perished. Capt. C. R. 
Morrish, D.S.C., R.A.F., was 
observer. 

May 24.—French Submarine CIRCE 
sank UC 24 off Cattaro. 

June 12.—U 93 sunk 4 m. S. of the 
Lizard. 

June 12.—H.M. Trawler SEA KING, 
GY 1251, destroyed UC 66 by 
depth-charges 4 m. S. of the 
Lizard. Crew of 29 perished. Com. 
C. Herbert, D.S.O., R.N., senior 
British Officer. 


June 17.—H.M.S. PARGUST (Q 
ship) (Capt. Gordon Campbell, 
V.C.) sank UC 29 50 m. W. by N. 
of Valencia, Ireland. 

Lured and sunk by gunfire. 
23 of crew perished, two prisoners. 

June 18.—H.M.A.T. STRATHCO, 
Aberdeen (Skipper Symonds) 
and five other Drifters destroyed 
a U Boat by driving her down 
on the Mines 24 m. S.E. } E. 
of Varne Lt.-V., Dover Straits. 
£1,000 awarded the Crews. 

June 20.—U 99 sunk off West of 
Ireland by gunfire of H.M.S. 
VALERIA. 

June-—_UB 36 lost from some 
unknown cause. 

July 12.—H.M.S. PATRIOT (Com. 
R. C. Hammond, R.N.) sank U 69 
in North Sea, 105 m. E. } N. 
of Sumburgh Head. Crew of 43 
perished. 

July 24.—UC 1 destroyed by H.M. 
SEAPLANE 8689 in the North 
Sea, 35 m. S.E. by E. 4 E. of 
Orfordness. Crew of 18 perished. 
Pilot, Capt. W. Pesham, R.A.F. 

July 26.—UC 61 stranded off Cape 
Grisnez and captured by Belgian 
cavalry. 

July 29. — H. M.S. HALCYON 
rammed and depth-charged UB 27 
in North Sea, off Smith’s Knoll. 
Crew of 23 perished. Com. 
Bannerman, D.S.O., R.N., com- 
manded H.M.S. HALCYON. 

July 29.—H.M. SEAPLANE 8676 
bombed :and destroyed UB 20 
32 m. E.S.E. of Southwold. 
Crew of 24 perished. Capt. 
C. L. Young, D.S.C., R.N.A.S., 
was pilot of the seaplane. 

August 4.—UC 44 blown up by her 
own mines off Waterford. 

Aug. 18.—SEAPLANE No. 9860 
(Fit. Sub.-Lt. C. §S. Mossop, 
R.N.A.S.) bombed and sank UB 32 
27 m. N. of Cape Barfleur. Crew 
of 35 perished. 

Aug. 21.-H.M. Trawlers JACINTH, 
H 33 and CHIKARA, GY 364, 
(Skipper Falconer) depth-charged 
UC 41 near the mouth of the 
Firth of Tay. 

She was caught laying mines. 
On the Hydrophone the crippled 
U Boat could be heard furiously 
working her engines in a death 
struggle to rise to the surface. 
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The noise gradually died away, 
and finally ceased. Crew of 29 
perished. Lieut. F. W. Gray, 
R.N.R., was senior officer in 
H.M. Trawler THOMAS YOUNG. 

Sept. 2.—U 28 lost by an accident 
at 72°34 N., 27°56 E. (in the 
Arctic Ocean off the North Cape). 
She released a telephone buoy 
containing instructions to 
telegraph to Kiel that she was 
lying on the bottom. 

U 28 sank the S.S. FALABA, 
with a loss of over 100 lives. 

Sept. 10.—UC 42 blown up by her 
own mines outside Cork Harbour, 
12 m. E. 4 N. of Kinsale Hd. 
When this U Boat was raised the 
Admiralty found full instructions 
to her officers how to go over or 
under the Dover Barrage. 

Sept. 11.—UC 49 rammed by S.S. 
BRITISH TRANSPORT in the 
Atlantic. 

Sept. 12.—H.M. SUBMARINE D7 
torpedoed and destroyed U 45 off 
the North Irish Coast, 38 m. N. 4 
E. of Londonderry. Two survivors. 
Crew of 46 perished. Com. 
O. E. Halifax, R.N. D.S.0O., 
commanded D 7. 

Sept. 17.—U 88 sunk off West of 
Ireland. 

This U Boat was reported to 
have been commanded by Lieut. 
Swieger, who sank the LUSI- 
TANIA, whilst in U 20. Reports 
from Germany stated that she 
was mined off the Danish Coast 
in 1917, whilst proceeding to 
the Atlantic. In the Prize Court 
in London, Dec. 18th, 1921, it 
was stated that U 38 was believed 
to have been sunk by H.M.S. 
Q Boat STONECROP (Com. M. B. 
Blackwood, R.N.) in the Atlantic, 
off the W. coast of Ireland. 
She fought the @ Boat for over 
an hour. A 4-in. shell ripped 
her open from top to bottom 
at the conning tower. She tipped 
up on end and quickly sank, 
with smoke and water blowing 
from the holes in the side. Her 
crew of 39 perished. 

Sept. 22.—H.M. Seaplane AMERICA 
bombed and sank UC 72 26 m. 
E.S.E. of Harwich. Crew 
of about 30 perished. Capt. 
Magor, Capt. Allen and 
Flight Officer Brown, D.F.C., 


were the officers in command 
of the seaplane and aeroplanes. 
Crew of 32 perished. Capt. 
Magor, R.A.F. was Pilot of 
AMERICA. 

Sept. 26.—UC 38 destroyed by 
H.M.S. P. 614 in the Irish Sea, 
25m. S8.S.W. 4 W.of Greenore Pt. 
About 389 of erew_ perished. 
Lieut. F. Worsley, R.N.R., com- 
manded P 61. 

Sept. 27.—UC 21 destroyed by 
mine nets at 51°30 N., 1°34 E. 
8 m. north east of the North 
Foreland. 

Sept. 28.—H.M. SEAPLANE 8676 
bombed and sank UC 6 25 m. 
N.W. of Zeebrugge. Crew of 18 
perished. Major Hobbs, R.A.F., 
was pilot of the seaplane. 

Sept. 29.—H.M.S. SYLVIA des- 
troyed UC 55 by gunfire and depth- 
charges near Noss Hd., Bressay. 
10 of erew perished. 19 taken. 
prisoners. Lieut.-Com. H. 
Stanistreet, D.S.0., R.N., com- 
manded H.M.S. SYLVIA and 
Lieut. P. Shaw, D.S.C., R.N.R., 
H.M.S. TIRADE, which also took 
part. The U Boat had attacked 
@ convoy. 

Oct. 1 (about).--Comhbined operations 
by certain of H.M. destroyers, 
submarines and 46 net drifters 
eaused the destruction of U 66 
and U 106 85 m. E. 4 N. of 
Flamborough Hd. 

Oct. 5.—UB 41 blown up by an 
explosion off Scarborough. 

October 12.—U 44 rammed and sunk 
by H.M.S. ORACLE (Com. A. G. 
Tippett, R.N. D.S.O.,) 30 m. 
S.S.W. 4 W.of Udsire, Norway. 
Crew of 44 perished. U 44, 
commanded by (Gapt. Paul 
Wagenfuhr, on July 314. 1917, 
sank the British S.S. Belgian 
Prince in the N. Atlantic. He 
lined the crew on the deck of the 
U. Boat, smashed their boats, 
steamed away about 2 m. and 
submerged leaving the helpiess 
crew of 40 to drown. Three 
only were alive next morning. 
Wagenfuhr and his crew per- 
ished. 

Oct. 19.—-SUBMARINE E 45 (Lt.- 
Com. Watkins, R.N.) torpedoed 
UC 79 in North Sea, 50 m. S.B° 
4 E. of Southwold. Crew of 31 
perished. 
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Oct. 22.—H.M.S. MELAMPUS (Lt.- 
Com. C. E. H. White, R.N.) 
destroyed UC 16 about 5 m. 
S. by E. 3 E. of Selsea Bill with 
explosive paravanes and depth- 
charges. Crew of 26 perished. 

Oct.—UC 14 destroyed by a mine 
4 m. off Zeebrugge. 

Oct.—UC 62 lost in the North Sea 
from some unknown cause. 

Oct. —UC 18 lost off Zeebrugge from 
some unknown cause. 

Oct.—U 60 sunk 122 m. E. by 8.38. 
of Tynemouth. 

Oct.—U 50 caught in nets and 
blown up in the North Sea, 
115 m. E. by S. of Tynemouth. 

Nov. 1.—SUBMARINE E 52 (Lt.- 
Com. P. E. Phillips, R.N.)torpedoed 
UC 63 in the’ Straits of Dover. 
28 of the crew perished. One 
prisoner. 

Nov. 3.—H.M. SUBMARINE C 15 
Shelled and sank UC 63 20 m. 
S.by W. 2 W. of Beachy Hd. 
24 of crew perished, five prisoners. 
Lieut. E. H. Dolphin, D.S.0., 
R.N., commanded © 15. 

Nov. 13.—H.M.S. FIREDRAKE (Lt. 
Com. G. MeL. Cameron) sank 
UC 51 in North Sea, 35 m. E. by 
S. 3 S. of Southwold. Crew of 
32 perished. 

Nov. 17.—UB 18 destroyed by a 
mine 6 m. S.W. 4 S. of Start 
Point. 

Nov. 17.—U.S.S. FANNING and 
NICHOLSON sank U 58 off the 
south coast of Ireland. 

Nov. 18.—H.M.S. P. 57 (Com. H. C. 
Birnie, R.N.) rammed, depth- 
charged and sank UC 47 in the 
North Sea, 24 m. S.E. by E. of 
Flamborough Hd. Crew of 29 
perished. 

Nov. 24.—H.M. Drifters MAJESTY, 
LT 66 (Skipper Barker, D.S.C), 
PARAMOUNT, LT 1116 (Skipper 
Hemp, D.S.C.), PRESENT HELP, 
(Skipper Tom Lane, D.S.C.), 
LT 1120, and three other Drifters 
drove U 48 ashore on the Goodwins 
by gunfire. The submarine was 
blown up by the crew, 19 were 
saved and 29 lost. The German 
gunner exclaimed to Skipper 
Hemp, ‘‘ You were too quick for 
us with your guns.” They swept 
the German gun-crews away as 
fast as they ran forward to the 
guns. 


Nov. 29.—UB 61 destroyed by a 
mine 38 m. N.E. ? E. of the Haaks 
Lt. V. 

Nov. —UC 57 lost in the Baltic from 
some unknown cause. 

Dec. 2.—UB 81 destroyed by a mine 
16 m. S.W. of Selsea Bill. 

Dec. 6.—UC 69 rammed and sunk 
by U 96 off Cape Barfleur. 

Dec. 10.—UB 75 destroyed by mine 
nets 10 m. E. of Flamborough 
Head. 

Dec. 10.—U 75 destroyed by a mine 
75 m. N.E. + N. of the Haaks 
Lt. V. 

Dec. 14.—-French Destroyers sank 
UC 38 in the Mediterranean. 

Dec. 19.—UB 56 destroyed by a 
mine, at 50°58 N., 1°28. &E. 
Straits of Dover. 

Dec. 25.—H.M.S. P. 56 rammed and 
depth-charged U 87 15 m. N.W. 
3 W. of Bardsey Isle. 

H.M.S. BUTTERCUP, Lieut.-Com. 
A. C. Pethrick, R.N.R., also 
assisted. Crew of 85 perished. 


1918. 

Jan. 9.—H.M.S. CYCLAMEN sank 
UB 69 in the Western Mediter- 
ranean, about 12 m. N.W. from 
Cape Bon by explosive paravanes. 
Crew of 40 perished. Com. G. F. 
Page, D.S.O., R.N., commanded 
H.M.S. CYCLAMEN. 

Jan. 18.—UB 66 sunk by H.M.S. 
CAMPANULA in the Mediter- 
ranean. 

Jan. 19.—UB 22 destroyed by a mine 
in the North Sea, 45 m. N.W. of 
Heligoland. 

Jan. 26.—H.M.S. LEVEN destroyed 
UB 35 by depth-charge in the 
Straits of Dover. 

Seven survivors came to surface, 
but all disappeared. 21 of crew 
perished. Lieut.-Com. A. Melsom, 
D.S.O., R.N.R., commanded 
H.M.S. LEVEN. 

Jan. 26.—H.M.S. P 62 rammed and 
destroyed U 84 in Irish Channel, 
35 m. W. of Fishguard. 

Her torpedoes exploded. Crew 
of 88 perished. Lieut. Salmon, 
D.S.C., R.N.R., commanded 
PQ 62. 

Jan. 26.—H.M. Drifter BERYL III, 
Lossiemouth (Skipper Bullock), 
destroyed U 109 by gunfire in 
the eastern end of the English 
Channel, 2 m. off Cape Grisnez. 
Skipper Bullock awardedtheD.S.C. 


— 


She was surprised whilst attemp- 
ting to slip through the Straits 
in a fog. She submerged when 
attacked and struck the mines 
of the Barrage and was blown up. 
Her crew of 48 perished. 

Jan. 28.—H.M. Trawlers W. S. 
BAILEY and FORT GEORGE, 
GN 77, destroyed UB 63 with 
depth charges in the North Sea, 
10> m7 -E.S-E; of Fifeness. 
She was followed by means of 
the Directional Hydrophone, 
located and _ destroyed. Crew 
of 385 perished. Lieut. C. H. 
Hudson, D.S.C., R.N.R., was 
senior British Officer. 

Jan—U 95 lost from some 
unknown cause. 

Feb. 4.—H.M.S. ZUBIAN sank 
UC 50 by depth-charges 19 m. 


S. by W. ? W. of Dungeness, 
Crew of 29 perished. Lieut. J. 


Hartnol commanded the ZUBIAN. 

Feb. 8.— UB 38 destroyed by a mine at 
50°58 N., 1°14 E., Straits of Dover. 

Feb. 12.—H.M.S. ROXBURGH 
(Capt. G. W. Vivian, R.N.) rammed 
and sank U 89 off North Coast of 
Ireland, 30 m. N. of Londonderry. 
Crew of 42 perished. 

Feb. 19.—H.M. Drifters PLACEO, 
LT 5383 (Skipper Greengrass) ; 
EDWINE (Skipper Wylie) ; 
PRESENT FRIENDS, LT 89 
(Skipper Capps); LORD LOVAT, 
LT 56 £(Skipper Johnston); 
ACCUMULATOR, LT 1184 
(Skipper Fuller); WHITE OAK, 
BF 528 (Chief Skipper J. W. E. 
Green); sank a U Boat with 
Electric Mined Nets, 5 m. S.W. 
of St. Catherine’s Pt. Light, Isle 
of Wight. Crews awarded £1000. 

Feb. 25.—H.M.S. ONSLOW and 
POLYANTHUS, with H.M. 
Trawlers WIMPOLE, GY 923, 
ROBERT PRESTON and JOHN 
PASCO, destroyed UB 17 with 
depth-charges 27 m. N.W. 34 
N. of C. La Hogue. 

March 10.—UB 58 destroyed by a 
mine at 50°58 N., 1°14 E., Straits 
of Dover. 

March 10.—U 78 or 87sunk by Depth 
Charges, five m. N. by E. of St. 
Agnes Head, Cornwall, by H.M. 
Drifter SPECULATION (Skipper 
Arthur Whatling). Located 
bottom upin 19 fathoms. Skipper 
Whatling awarded the D.S.C. and 
crew, £1,000. 
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Mareh 11.—H.M.S. STURGEON, 
THRUSTER and RETRIEVER, 
destroyed UB 54 with depth 
charges in the North Sea, 40 m. 
N.E. by E. of Cromer. 
Crew of 386 perished. Com. 
G. L. Gibbs, D.S.O., R.N., was 
senior British Officer. 

March 15.—H.M.S. MORESBY and 
MICHAEL destroyed U 110 off 
the North Irish coast, 44 m. 
N. ? W. of Londonderry, with 
depth charges. 37 of crew 
perished, six prisoners. Lieut. 
J: A, P. -Legh, R.N:., D:S-C., 
commanded H.M.S. MORESBY, 
and Lieut. C. W. Bower, D.S.C, 
R.N., H.M.S. MICHAEL. 

Mareh 21.—H.M.D. OCEAN 
RAMBLER, YH 725 (Skipper 
Breech, D.S.C.) sank a U boat 
34 m. off Southwold by depth- 
charges. 

March 26.—H.M.S. P 51 destroyed 
U 61 by depth-charges in the 
approach to the Irish Channel, 
42 m. W. 4 §. of Fishguard. 
Depth charge exploded her tor- 
pedoes. Crew of 41 perished. 
Mystery Ship P.C. 54 was com- 
manded by Lieut. Murray, D.S.C., 
R.N.R. 

April 6.—(About). H.M. Drifters 
CHRYSANTHEMUM, BF _ 850; 
REAPER, LT 1082 (Skipper 
Pigney); ARCADY, LT 741 
(Skipper Barnard); JOE CHAM- 
BERLAIN, LT 981 (Skipper 
Blowers); and other Drifters, 
drove a U boat down on the 
mine field about 3 m. off 
Folkestone and destroyed him. 
The Lieut., Skippers and Crews 
were awarded £1000 by the 
Admiralty. 

April 11.—UB 33 destroyed by a 
mine at 50°56 N., 1°17 E. Straits 
of Dover. 


April i7.—-H.M. Drifters PILOT ME, 
LT 358, LIGHT, FR 260 (Skipper 
Weir) and YOUNG FRED, LT 
717 (Skipper Smith), destroyed UB 
82 by gunfire and depth-charges 
4 m. off Tor Pt. N.E. Ireland. 
Crew of 35 killed. 

April 21.—H.M. MOTOR LAUNCH 
413 destroyed UB 71 with depth- 
charges in the Western Mediter- 
ranean, near Gibraltar. Lieut. 
J. §S. Bell, D.S.0O., R.N., in 
command. Crew of 386 perished. 
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April 22.—UB 55 destroyed by a 
mine at 51°01 N., 1°20 E. Straits 
of Dover. 

April 25.—H. M.S. JESSAMINE 
(Com. S. A. G. Gill, R.N.) en- 
gaged and sank U 104 off south 
coast of Ireland, 16 m. 5 W. 3 S. 
of Carnsore Pt. 39 of crew 
perished, one prisoner. 

April 30.—H.M. Drifter COREOPSIS 
KY 116 (Skipper Stubbs, D.S.C.), 
destroyed UB 85 by gunfire in 
the Irish Sea 13 m. E. by N. of 
Belfast. Crew of 36. taken 
prisoners. Lieut. P. Peet, D.S.O., 
R.N., was senior British Officer. 

May 2.—H.M. Drifters LORD 
LEITRIM, M 62 (Skipper G. W. 
Green) and OCEAN ROAMER, 
YH 497 (Skipper Arthur Harvey, 
D.S.C.), destroyed UB 31 by 
depth-charges in the southern 
part of the North Sea. 
Crew of 23 perished. Lieut. S.A. 
Martyn, D.S.C., R.N.R., was in 
command in H.M. Drifter LOYAL 
FRIEND. H.M. AIRSHIP S.S.Z. 
29 co-operated. 

May 2.—H.M. Drifters OUR 
FRIEND, LT 72 (Skipper 
Randlesome) and MARY destroyed 
UC 78 by depth-charges in the 
eastern part of the English 
Channel. Depth Charges forced her 
on the Dover Mine Barrage, which 
blew her up. Her crew of 30 
perished. Lieut.-Com. N. Hopper, 
R.N.R., was senior British Officer. 

May 8.—H.M.S. BASILISK 
destroyed UB 70 by — gunfire 
in the Western Mediterranean. 
Crew of 38 perished. Lieut.-Com. 
W. C. Fallowfield, R.N., com- 
manded H.M.S. BASILISK. 

May 8.—U 32 destroyed by H.M.S. 
WALLFLOWER (Q Ship) in 
the Mediterranean. The U 
Boat was caught attacking 
a convoy. Com. Platt, R.N., 
D.S.O., surprised and sank her by 
gunfire. Crew of 25 perished. 

May 9.—H.M. Transport QUEEN 
ALEXANDRA rammed and 
destroyed UB 78 in the English 
Channel, 10 m. N. 3 E, of Cher- 
bourg. 

May 10.—SUBMARINE E 34 (Lt. 
R. Pulleyne, R.N.) destroyed 
UB 16 15 m. E. of Orfordness. 
Sunk ty gunfire. 19 killed, one 
prisoner. 


May 11.—SUBMARINE E 85 sank 
U 154 off Cape St. Vincent. 
This U Boat was one of Germany’s 
latest huge ocean cruiser sub- 
marines. Lieut.G. D Oyly Hughes 
D.S.O., D.S.C., R.N., torpedoed 
her after a two hours’ chase. 
Her crew of 80 perished. 

May 12.—H.M. SUBMARINE D 4 
torpedoed and destroyed UB 72 
in the English Channel 30 m. 
S.S.W. ? W. of Portland Bill 
33 of crew perished, three priso- 
ners. Lieut. C. B. Barry, D.S.O., 
R.N., commanded D 4. 

May 12.—R.M.S. OLYMPIC 
rammed and sank U 103 in the 
Channel, 45 m. S. 4 E. of Lizard 
Hd. 

May 16.—French Patrol Vessel 
AILLY sank UC 385 off Sardinia. 

May 23.—SUBMARINE H 4 (Lt. 
Oliver North, R.N.) torpedoed and 
sank UB 52>in the Adriatic - 
between Brindisi and Vallona. 
32 of crew perished, two prisoners. 


May 26.—H.M.Yacht IONA destroy- 
ed UB 74 by depth charges in the 
English Channel, 5 m. W. of 
Portland Bill. One survivor. 
36 of her crew perished. Capt. 
C. L. Tottenham, D.S.O., R.N.R., 
commanded the IONA. 

May 30.—H.M.S. FAIRY and H.M.T. 


2 BOMBARDIER destroyed UC 49 


by depth-charges in the North 
Sea 10 m. N.E. of Hartlepool. 


May 31.—H.M.S. FAIRY (Lieut. 
Barnish, R.N., D.S.O.), destroyed 
UC 75 by gunfire in the North 
Sea. 10 miles S. of Flamborough 
Head. 26 of crew killed,oprisoners. 

May.—UB 119 lost from some un- 
known cause. 

June 17.—-H.M.S. LYCHNIS and 
PARTRIDGE II destroyed U 64 
by gunfire in the Western Mediter- 
ranean. Crew of 41 perished. Com. 
Cc. J. Noakes, D.S.0., R:N., 
and Lieut.-Com. 0. Siggers, 
R.N.R., were the British com- 
manders. 

June 20.—UC 64 destroyed by a 
mine at 50°58 N., 1°23 E. Straits 
of Dover. 

June 26.—UC 11 destroyed by a 
mine 15 m. E.S.E. of Harwich. 


July 10.—UB 65 lost by an accident 
14 m. S.W. 4 S. of Cape Clear. 
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July 10.—UC 77 destroyed by 
H.M.D. KESSINGLAND, LT 210 
(Chief Skipper Peek) and GOLDEN 
GAIN, LT 1135 (Skipper Utting) 
by depth-charges. 

July 19.—H.M.S. GARRY (Lt.- 
Com. C. H. Lightoller, R.N.) 
and H.M. MOTOR LAUNCH 263 
rammed, depth-charged and sank 
UB 110 6 m. S.E. by E. + E. of 
Hartlepool. Crew of 36 perished. 


July 19.—H.M.S. MARNE (Com. 
G. B. Hertford, R.N.) sank UB 124 
North of Ireland, 40 m. N. + W. 
of Londonderry. 

Destroyers NORTHBROOK and 
PIGEON, with Lieut. H. S. 
Egerton, R.N., senior Officer, 
were also present. 32 perished, 
two prisoners. 


July 27.—UB 107 sunk by H.M.T. 
CALVIA, GY 476, in the North 
Sea 5 m. N.E. by E. } E. of 
Whitby. She was followed by 
means. of the Hydrophone 
and destroyed by Depth Charges. 
Lieut. W. S. Croucher, R.N.R., 
commanded the _ senior ship, 
H.M.S. VANESSA. 

July.—UB 108 lost from some un- 
known cause. 

Aug. 3.—UB 58 destroyed by mine 
nets at 39°58 N., 19°01 E. Straits 
of Otranto. 

Aug. 13.—UB 30 sunk by Trawler 
JOHN GILLMAN in the North 
Sea 6 m. N. by E. 4 E. of Whitby. 

Aug. 14.—UB 57 destroyed by a 
mine 2 m. off Zeebrugge. 


Aug. 28.—H.M.S. OUSE destroyed 
UC 70 by depth-charges in the 
North Sea, 6 m. N.N.E. } E. 
of Whitby. Her crew of 30 
perished. Lieut. T. A. Bird, 
D.S.C., R.N.R. commanded 
H.M.S. OUSE_ and Lieut. 
Waring, D. F. C., ROASES 
H.M. Seaplane, which assisted. 

Aug. 29.—UB 109 destroyed by a 
mine at 51°03 N., 1°44 E. Straits 
of Dover. 

Aug.—UB 12 destroyed by a mine 
in the North Sea. 


Sept. 6.—U Boat sunk by U.S. 
Destroyers with Depth Charges, 
150m. W.of Lands End. Crippled 
U Boat could be heard on the 
Hydrophone struggling to rise 
from the bottom. After 36 


hours, the sharp crack of revolver 
shots told the watchers that the 
crew were shooting themselves, 
as the Germans so often did when 
escape was hopeless. 

Sept. 9.—U 92 destroyed by a 
mine in the Northern Barrage, 
26 m. S. ? W. of Fair Isle. 

Sept.10.—H. M.S. OPHELIA 
destroyed UB 83 by gunfire in the 
N. Sea, 42 m. E. by S. 4S. of Wick. 
Crew of 35 perished. Lieut.- 
Com. H. J. Woodward, R.N. 
commanded H.M.S. OPHELIA. 

Sept. 16.—H.M. AIRSHIP SSZ 1 
and H.M. Drifter YOUNG CROW, 
LT 457 (Skipper Green) destroyed 
UB 103 by depth-charges in the 
Straits of Dover. 

Sept. 19.—UB 104 destroyed by 
a mine in the Northern Barrage 
35 m. S. 4 E. of Fair Isle. 

Sept. 25.—U 156 destroyed by a 
mine in the Northern Barrage, 
130 m. E. by S. of Sumburgh 
Hd. 

Sept. 29.—H.M.S. OUSE and STAR 
with H.M. AIRSHIP R_ 29 
destroyed UB 115 in the N. Sea 
Her crew of 37 perished. Lieut. 
Bird, .D.S.C., R.N., commanded 
H.M.S. OUSE and Lieut. R. N. 
Stuart, V.C., D.S.0., R.N.R., 
H.M.S. STAR. Several Trawlers 
also assisted. 

Sept.—U 102 destroyed by a mine 
in the Northern Barrage, 90 m. 
S.E. by E. 2 E. of Fair Isle. 

Sept.—UB 127 destroyed by a mine 
in the Northern Barrage, 20 m. 
S.S.W. 3 S. of Fair Isle. 

Sept—UB 113 lost (probably in 
North Sea) from some unknown 
cause. 

Oct. 4.—H.M.S. SNAPDRAGON 
(Com. H. W. Best, R.N.) and 
H.M. Trawler CRADOSIN en- 
gaged UB 68 about 60 m. N.E. 
of Malta, and so damaged her 
by gunfire that she was sunk by 
the orders of her eaptain. 
Three of crew killed, 33 prisoners. 

Oct. 16.—SUBMARINE L 12 (Lt.- 
Com. P. E. Phillips, R.N.) en- 
gaged and sank UB 90 off the 
Danish Coast. Crew of 37 
perished. 

Oct. 19.—UB 128 destroyed by a 
mine in the Northern Barrage, 
35 m. S.S.W. 4 W. of Fair Isle. 
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Oct. 28.—_ SUBMARINE G 2 (Lt.- 
Com. H.N. Lake, R.N.) torpedoed 
U 78 in North Sea, 145 m. 
N.N.W. 4 W. of Heligoland. 37 
of crew perished. 


Oct. 28.—UB 116 destroyed by a 
mine at 58°50 N., 3°04 W. (the 
entrance to Scapa Flow). 


This U Boat was manned by a 
crew of German Officers, who 
attempted to get into Scapa 
Flow and sink the British Flag- 
ship. She passed the outer 
Defences, but was caught on the 
Mines of the inner Defences and 
blown up. When the Diver went 
down to investigate he opened 
the conning tower door. To his 
astonishment and horror the dead 
German Commander’s’ body 
popped up with the confidential 
log book in his hands. He had 
been killed whilst destroying it. 


Oct.—U 47, U 65, U 72, U 73, UB 48, 
UB 129, UC 25, UC 53, UC 54 
and UC 34 destroyed by their own 
erews to avoid surrender at Pola 
and Cattaro. 

Oct.—UB 10, UB 40, UB 59 and 
UC 4 destroyed by their crews 
before the evacuation of the 
Flanders coast. 

Nov.—UC 15 lost in Black Sea from 
some unknown Cause. 

Nov. 8.—H.M.S. PRIVET (Q 19), 
with H.M.M.L. 373 and 155, 
destroyed U 34 by gunfire and 
depth-charges near Gibraltar. 
Crew of 34 perished. 


ARMISTICE 


Nov. iith, 1918, 11 a.m. 
THE WAR WON. 
THANK GOD. 


GERMAN SECRET SERVICE IN IRELAND. 


German Embassy, Washington, to Foreign Office, Berlin, 


ieee MOP 
No. 130. 
With reference to No. 686. 


March 21, 1916. 


In case the trawlers are fitted with wireless, they are to make the 
following signals in the Limerick expedition :— 


As a sign that ships are coming, FINN. 
As a sign that something untoward has occurred, BRAN. 


If the trawler is not fitted with wireless, then send wireless from 
Germany. There are numerous private receiving stations in Ireland. BRAN 
sent from Germany is to have the meaning that something has gone wrong. The 
addition of a date means the date to which the expedition has been postponed. 
FINN means that the cargo has left at the right time. If submarines 
proceed into Dublin Bay in connection with the landing of war material or 


officers, then the signal is ASHLING. 


If only submarines come, no signal is necessary. They are then to go 
straight up to the Pigeon-house, where they can proceed in and out at any 


time. No nets have been set. 


This message was intercepted by the U.S. Secret Service and passed on to the British 
Government when the U.S. entered the War in April, 1917. 


Interview with the famous German 
U. Boat Capt: HANS ROSE. 


ALBERT CLOSE. 


Knowing the Admiralty and Prize Court stories of the sinking of about 100 U. 
Boats, I decided, when in Cologne, Aug., 1923, to seek an interview with the most 
celebrated of the surviving German U. Boat Commanders—Capt. Hans Rose, 
who now lives in Essen. Admiral Scheer, in his book, Germany’s High Sea 
Fleet, speaks of Capt. Rose as the most famous of his U. Boat Commanders. 

Rose took U.53 to the United States in 1916 and sank several vessels off 
the U.S. Coast. Admiral Sims, in his The Victory at Sea, page 106, states 
that the British and American Naval Officers had great respect for Commander 
Rose, because of his fearless and skilful attacks and his comparatively humane 
conduct. He states great efforts were made to capture this daring Commander. 

Admiral Sims states that many Naval Officers expressed a “wish to meet 
him after the War. He sank 93 ships in all. 

Capt. Rose sent an Officer to my hotel, stating the hours when I might see 
him in Essen. 

Our British Transport Officer at Cologne warned me not to attempt to go 
through, owing to French Martial Law being in force, as a reprisal, in Dusseldorf. 
I would risk being shot, he stated, as the French were shooting those who did 
not stop at the first challenge. A Jew living in Cologne offered to take me by 
a round about tramway route. We started at 4.45 a.m., and arrived at Essen 
at 10 a.m. We found Capt. Rose was a prominent Official in a great Chemical 
Works belonging to Krupps. 

We were shown into a large office, and in a few minutes Capt. Rose quickly 
entered with his own Chart, showing his U. Boat voyages and box of cigars in one 
hand, and Stanford’s Naval War Chart of the North Sea, showing the sunken 
U. Boats, in the other. JI had previously sent him one, so we could discuss the 
difference between the German and British records. He is a typical Naval 
Officer of medium height and stature, with a square head, strong determined 
jaw, penetrating brown eyes, small mouth and delicately shaped small hands— 
almost like a lady’s. Students of physiology will understand the significance 
of the fine small hands. 

After introductions and offering us cigars, he turned sharply to me and 
asked : 

‘‘ Well, for what purpose do you want the information from me ?”’ 

I replied :— 

‘* Admiral Sims, of the U.S. Navy, has stated that both British and American 
Naval Officers respected you as a man who had carried out your orders in as 
humane a manner as possible.” 

Capt. Rose bowed his thanks. He then bowed his head and pointed to a 
great partly-healed scalp wound, star shaped, reaching right over the top of the 
head, and said :— 

“Look what the Belgian soldiers did to me on the Station platform at 
Dorsten six weeks ago. I have been in hospital ever since. I was carried 
insensible from the station. I requested to see the Officer in Command, and the 
soldiers attacked me with the butt-ends of their rifles.” 

Whatever the facts may be, there could be no justification for battering 
a man’s head like that in time of peace. Any man could be arrested without 
such brutality, especially when he was alone. 

The German papers stated at the time that the British and American Nava! 
Authorities interceded with the Belgian and French on behalf of Capt. Rose. 
because of his clean record and comparatively humane methods during the War, 

He then spread out his Chart, showing his various voyages of 60,000 miles 
in all, and the ships he had sunk, 92 in all, 43 being British. Several cf these 
were trawlers, mostly armed. He declared emphatically—‘‘ We did not like 
sinking unarmed ships, but we did enjoy fighting armed shins,” 
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THE SINKING OF THE LUSITANIA. 


Some trawlers, he stated, put up a magnificent fight, and gave him an 
uncomfortable time. Capt. Rose remarked, that to see a ship sinking, created 
feelings in a man with a sea sense, like those of watching a wounded man dying. 
I believe he felt and meant what he said. I think I know when a man is acting. 
He took strong exception to Commander Swieger who sank the LUSITANIA, and 
Capt. Wagenfuhr who sank the BELGIAN PRINCE, being branded as Pirates, 
on the British Chart of the North Sea. Capt. Wagenfuhr, in U.44, steamed 
off two miles from the BELGIAN PRINCE, July 3lst, 1917, in the Atlantic, 175 
miles N.W. of Ireland, with the crew on his deck and then submerged and left 
them to drown. ‘Three only were alive next morning. 

On Oct. 12th, 1917, two-and-a-half months later, the British Destroyer 
ORACLE (Commander A. G. Tippett, R.N.) rammed and sank this inhuman 
Commander and all his crew off the Coast of Norway. 


THE PIRATE’S FLAG OVER TWO U. BOATS. 

Capt. Rose put his fingers on the spot where the Pirate flag was marked 
on the Chart and exclaimed :— 

“Why have you the ‘ Devil’s flag’ over those two U. Boats? Swieger 
was one of the kindest men that ever lived. He only fired one torpedo at the 
LUSITANIA, when he saw the crowded decks, so as to give the boats a chance to 
pick up the passengers and crew.” 

‘* Swieger was full of music, and loved it as he loved his own soul!’’ I asked 
him where Swieger was lost, as one story states he was sunk by a mine off the 
Danish Coast, and the other that the Q. Boat STONECROP (Capt. Blackwood, R.N.) 
sank Swieger in U.88 off the W. of Ireland. 

Capt. Rose said that their information was that he was sunk off Ireland, 
but he also mentioned U.87, as if he were not sure which Swieger was on when 
he was lost. In any case he said Swieger went out with him on his last voyage 
as his companion boat and never returned. Itis aremarkable fact that the U. boat 
sunk Mar. 10th, 1918, by Skipper Arthur Whatling off St. Ann’s Head was U.87 or 
U.78. The diver found her bottcm up, split open from conning tower to keel. 


CAPTAIN ROSE ANSWERS QUESTIONS. 
I then puta series of questions to Capt. Rose. 


Q. How many Ships in all did you sink ? 

A. 92—43 of them British. 

Q. How long were you a U. Boat Commander ? 

A. From 1915 to the end of the War, I was in Command of a Torpedo Boat 
before that. From the middle of 1915 to the beginning of 1917 I trained 
the new U. Boat Commanders and crews. 

QO. How often did you go through the Dover Barrage ? 

A. Seven times, Six times under the nets, and once over them. 

Q. When did you last go through ? 

A. On Dec 11th, 1917, at mid-day, in a fog on the French side of the Channel. 
I could hear the French fog siren. 

Q. You took U.53 to America in 1916, did you not? 

A. Yes, and I want to publish the story of that voyage in some American or 
English Magazine. 

QO. Have you met any British or American Naval Officers since the War? 

A. No. I have met some American Newspaper men. 

Q. Have you read what Admiral Sims, of the U.S. Navy, says about you, and 
of the respect both British and American Naval Officers had for you? 

A. I have only seen some Reviews of the book which some of my many friends 
in America have sent me. 

A SUNKEN U. BOAT CREW SHOOT THEMSELVES. 
Q. Which U. boat was sunk in the entrance to the English Channel by the 


U.S. Navy, on Sept. 6th, 1918, the crew of which were heard on the 
hydrophone shooting themselves, after a fruitless 36 hours’ struggle to 
tise from the sea floor? 

A. I don’t know anything about it. Where was it ? 
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A U. BOAT’S STRUGGLE ON THE SEA-FLOOR. 


i showed him the spot on the Chart, and he remarked—‘‘ There are 96 
metres of water there.”’ 

I replied that there were one or two banks, such as Jones Bank, with spots 
of 39 fathoms, and that the damaged U. Boat had been dragging her tail or bow 
on the bottom for over 36 hours, and at the end they apparently gave up the 
struggle, as 26 slow and deliberate pistol shots were heard on the hydrophone, 
and then all was silent. 

Capt. Rose merely remarked—“ It was a pretty good hydrophone, was it 
not? You had some good hydrophones, had you not?’’ A hydrophone 
frequently recorded the hum of revolving propellers miles away. 

Lieut. Watson, R.N.V.R.,. a Canadian Electrical Engineer, in 1917 
invented the Towed Directional Hydrophone at Granton, on the Firth of Forth, 
whilst engaged on experimental work. An officer of the Royal Navy, received 
the credit and £10,000. Mr. Nash, of Woolwich, perfected another, which 
Admiral Jellicoe states would indicate the direction from which a Submarine 
was approaching. 

. Why has Gayer ceased publishing his records of the U. Boats? He has 

published three small vols., reaching to April, 1916, and none since. 

A. The U. Boat Commanders-did not like his extravagant language in glorying 
in certain deeds. We were not all bad men. Some bad men gave us all 
a bad name. 

Q. What War Vessels did you sink ? 

A. I sank the U.S. Destroyer, JAcoB JONES. I wirelessed for help, giving 
the position, and 40 of the crew were rescued. 


WHAT A U. BOAT SAW UNDER THE SEA. 

Could you see the British U. Boat Nets under water ? 

No. We could only see about 30 metres ahead, except in the clear water 
west of the Hebrides. There we could see the porpoises turning 
somersaults over our bows. 

Q. What do you think of the British Naval War Chart’of the North Sea which 

Imsent yous 
A. Pure propaganda ! 


With that Capt. Rose picked up the Chart with one hand at each side, and 
shook it as if trying to shake the Notes and Sketches off the sheet, and 
exclaimed, “‘ Pure sensational propaganda !”’ 

QO. Where do you consider this Chart is inaccurate and misleading ? 


THE GERMAN FLEET AFTER JUTLAND. 
A. “It states Jutland was a British Victory. Jutland was the greatest defeat 
the British Navy ever had.” ; 

I did not want to irritate Capt. Rose by emphasizing the old Military and 
Naval War maxim that the Forces which hold the Field of Battle at the close 
are always regarded as the victors, and those who run away as the vanquished, 
so I left it at that ! 

The Charts of the Battle, both British and German, show that Admiral Scheer, 
when he sighted Jellicoe coming from the North at 5.45 p.m., turned to the 
Eastward as if to escape through the Skagerack, to Kiel. Beatty’s faster 
ships raced across Scheer’s front and cut off his escape. Jellicoe also, a few 
minutes later, came down and completely cut off the Eastward escape. Scheer 
then looged the loop twice in an effort to escape from the ring of fire and steel, 
and then at 7.23 he turned right round and escaped to the Westward. Surely 
that was running away ? _ Jellicoe’s turn of 1,800 yards were merely the approved 
tactics of the Naval Staff previously carried out at Manceuvres of opening out 
the ships so the torpedoes could run between them, and then at his turn, when 
the first great German torpedo attack had shot its bolt, swung the ships round 
on aS.W. course and met further attacks bow on, the bow wave deflecting 
them as it always does. It was not a flight. It was a move approved by the 
Admiralty, both before and after Jutland. This has never been explained to 
the public. See Jutland Dispatches, page 608. This was all there for Capt. 
Rose to see for himself, but I did not emphasize the point for obvious .reasons. 
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He then remarked :—“ That note stating that Admiral Scheer meant to 
avoid a Battle with the British Fleet when he came out on Aug. 19th, 1916, is 
also untrue.” This was two-and-a-half months after Jutland. 


I pointed out that he planned to go to Sunderland, but stopped 70 miles 
off, and turned back when he saw the British Fleet approaching. Why did he 
turn back? If he had gone on another half-hour, he would have met Jellicoe 
and Beaity ? 

Capt. Rose :—‘‘ Admiral Scheer received a report that a Fleet was to the 
South and he feared being cut off, so turned back. Further, we sank a large 
British Cruiser just as the British Fleet came in sight. Why did the British not 
admit that? I was there with my U. Boat and saw it?” 

I pointed to the spot and showed H.M.S. NoTrincuam sinking Aug. 19th, 
1916. Capt. Rose placed his finger on the spot and exclaimed : ‘‘ NOTTINGHAM ! 
NOTTINGHAM! Oh yes, there she is true enough ! ”’ 

I also pointed to H.M.S. FaArMoutH 50 miles further South, also torpedoed 
on the same day. 

He was quite excited to think they were marked so truly on the Chart. 
He gazed at them with his finger and eyes fixec! on the spot as if it was a revelation 
tO, i 

I was much struck with the facts published by the British Admiralty not 
being known to so distinguished a German Officer—adverse incidents—ike 
those mentioned, which he thought the British had suppressed. 

ADMIRAL SCHEER’S CONFIDENTIAL REPORT TO THE KAISER AFTER 
THE BATTLE OF JUTLAND, FOUND AT SCAPA FLOW. 

When the British raised one of the scuttled German ships at Scapa Flow, 
the following (abbreviated) message was found in an Officer’s cabin. 

“YOUR IMPERIAL MAJESTY : 

‘*It may be possible to inflict appreciable damage on the 
enemy, hut there can be no doubt that even the most favourable 
issue of a battle onthe High Seas will not compel England to make 
peace in this War.” 

“A victorious termination of the War can only be attained 
by the employment of Submarines against British Commerce.” 

(Signed) SCHEER, 
July Ath, 1916. 

The Revolutionary Govt. had seized and published this and other State 
Documents, hence the exposure. See Jutland Dispatch, page 600. 

Captain Rose read this note on the British Chart and made no attempt to 
deny its authenticity. Note its importance! But, he challenged the truth of 
the comment below it, stating that Admiral Scheer therefore meant to avoid 
a battle with the British Fleet when he came out on Aug. 19th, 1916. 

He explained Admiral Scheer’s turning back on sighting the British, as 
stated above, because of a report receiveu that another British Fleet was to the 
South. I did not press Capt. Rose as to why Admiral Scheer did not attack 
the Southern Fleet if he was anxious to meet the British again. 

CAPT. ROSE REFUSES TO PART. WITH HIS CHART. 

I requested him to allow me to keep the photographic copy of his Chart 
which he had handed to me to examine. 

He seemed greatly embarrassed and picked it up and examined it critically— 
and at one spot in particular—the Western Entrance to the English Channel 
off USHANT. He turned the Chart round and round several times, fixing his 
eyes on the spct, whilst deciding what to do. There was something there he did 
not want broadcasted to the world. He was safeguarding himself against 
giving away secrets. I think it was the Secret Wireless Stations in Ireland, 
Spain, and elsewhere he was looking for. They might possibly show on the 
photograph. I learned on my return to England that many spies were caught 
signalling to U. Boats off the N.W. coast of France ; three womenwere amongst 
them. 

Tinstantly apologized for asking for it, and told him I would not like anyone 
to press me to give away something I preferred to keep secret. 

He looked up and smiled, and then shook his head, and said: “It is a 
historic document and I do nct wish it to pass out of my hands.” 
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SECRET WIRELESS STATIONS IN IRELAND AND SPAIN. 


I smiled and told him I agreed, and it was quite all right to refuse. He 
seemed relieved. 

Q. Did you make extensive use of the secret Wireless Stations in Ireland 
and at Gignon in Spain, for the purpose of learning the movements of our 
ships?’’ I referred to those mentioned by the German Ambassador 
Bernstorff at Washington in his secret message to Berlin, on Mar, 21st, 1916, 
Washington No. 130, E.10. The U.S. Secret Service intercepted that 
message and when they came into the War, passed it on to the British 
Government. The British Government published it as a White Paper. 
That message stated that there were numerous secret wireless receiving 
Stations in Ireland, and gave the code words for calling them up. 

. “Like an electric short-circuit blowing out a fuse, Capt. Rose shot out the 
answer. ‘“‘No! We never used those Stations.’ 
The reply was with such lightning rapidity compared with the calm replies 
to all other pointed questions, that I saw at once that I had touched a live 
nerve centre. 


AN IRISH CAPTAIN AND AN ENGLISH SHIP. 
He then told me a story of an Irishman. 

The Capt. of a British ship begged me to allow him to go down inside 
my U. Boat to change his wet clothes. I refused. He then begged me to 
allow him to return to his own ship before I sank her and there change his clothes. 
I again refused, and told him I could not trust an Englishman out of my sight. 
He turned to me and said—‘‘ Captain, lam not an Englishman, I am an Irishman.’’ 
I replied, ‘‘ Well, if you are an Irishman I can trust. you, go and change 
your wet clothes, Captain. But I will not trust an Englishman.” 


CAPT. ROSE CHALLENGES THE DATE OF A SINKING. 

Q. What other statements do you challenge on this British Chart ? 

A. You state that U.34 was sunk on Nov. 8th, 1918. We know she was sunk 
on the 13th or. 14th, at least three days after the Armistice. 

QO. What was your most exciting experience at sea? 

A. On Apl. 10th, 1918, in the North Irish Channel, I was attacking an American 
Convoy when a British Destroyer appeared. I submerged as I thought, 
but the bow of my U. Boat went down at an angle of 50° and left my stern 
out of water. We all had to hang on to what we could. The stern 
torpedoes slid back into the submarine and nearly went off. Imanaged to 
get the stern down under water, and we lay on the bottom for five hours 
and then went safely away. 

Q. Did you ever mislead ships with your own wireless messages ? 

A. Yes,on Aug. 26th, 1917, Isank the British ship DURANGO, West of Scotland. 
She put up a fine fight and her shooting was deadly, but wesank her. She 
Sentyout her: 5:0:S., and the reply came from Stornoway, “‘ Hold on, 
DURANGO, help coming.’’ But we sank her before the Destroyer could conie 
up. When the Destroyer wirelessed, ‘‘ DURANGO, give your position,” I 
wirelessed back ‘‘ DURANGO, position under the sea, U.53.” 

Another time I wirelessed to a ship, ‘“ Abandon ship, take to boats and we 
may be able to save the ship before U. Boat can sink her.” I gaveitin 
the name of the British shore Station. Presently the ship stopped and 
down came the boats and the crew came off. I then sank the ship and sent 
a wireless to the shore Station, ‘‘ Ship on bottom of sea, first ship sunk 
by wireless.” 


CAPT. ROSE USED A BRITISH NORTH SEA CHART IN THE U. BOAT WAR. 

Q. Did you ever see that British Chart before ? 

A. Yes, I had that Chart with the RouGHS marked on it for a fishing Chart. 
I have it now, but I have never seen it since the Naval War incidents have 
been added to it. You have it so full of sunken U. Boats that there is no 
room for any sea. 


*See Times, February 12th, 1917, ve British Protest against Jesuit Wireless Station operating 
at Gignon, Spain, giving away the position of British ships to U. Boats. 
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BRITISH PRIZE-COURT RECORDS. 


I replied that they were British records authenticated in the Prize Courts. 
The evidence is on record at the Law Courts. 

Did you ever sink a Mystery Ship or ~:Q.”* Boat? 

No, but I tried hard once to do so, but the fire was so accurate I had to 
submerge. 

It was rather amusing to hear Capt. Rose describe his surprised feelings 
when on two or three occasions he challenged apparently innocent trawlers, 
and received the bang and flash of two or three shells in reply ! 

Q. Did you ever encounter an armed Fishing Smack at any time ? 

A. Yes, and when I signalled ‘“‘ Leave your ship,’’ the Skipper replied, “1 
do not intend to leave my ship.”’ 

A high Official at this point entered the room and informed Capt. Rose 
that he was urgently wanted. This broke off the conversation and for 
this I was sorry, as I wanted to hear the end of the story. I may getit 
later on. I often wonder if this was the NELSON and the gallant Skipper, 
Tom. Crisp, D.S.C.) V.Cywho fought a bic U] Boat on ‘Aug. loth sigig. 
and was killed. 

Capt. Rose stated that he sank eight trawlers South of the Faeroe Islands, 
on July 10th, 1917. Two ofthese were armed. After a fight, in which the 
trawlers, he states, used two different flags, all were sunk. 

You sank the American ship HUSOTONIC in Jan., 1917, did you not? 

Yes, and the Capt. begged me to tow the boats to Scilly Isles. I did this 
until I sighted a British Destroyer. I then submerged, and went to the 
S.W. 14 miles. 


CAPT. ROSE WANTS TO MEET ADMIRAL BEATTY. 


At the close of our interview Capt. Rose said, ‘“‘ I want to meet Admiral 
Beatty in a railway carriage some time, to tell him what I think of him for 
calling the German Naval Officers—‘ beasts,’ etc.” He spoke most vehemently 
on the question. 

I remarked on the fine works in which he is a high Official. He replied 
sorrowfully—‘‘ But what use is it all. We can do nothing for the French. But 
wait. We will have our revenge yet. The day is coming. I was merciful 
in the last War, but if we ever have another there will be no mercy because of 
the way the Aliies have treated Germany.” 

He was taking long views of the future, not merely of the immediate 
possibilities. There are five German babies born for one in France, and what 
this will mean in the future God only knows. 

I promised to send Capt. Rose Admiral Sims’ book in which he speaks so 
well of his conduct at sea. 

He thanked me and conducted me down to the door and cordially shook 
hands and said good-bye. 

He then said :— 

“‘T will send your British North Sea Naval War Chait to the German 
Admiralty at Berlin, and will see what they think of it. Of course they may 
not say anything or even acknowledge it.” 

I replied :-— 

“Do so by all means, and send it on tome after. Never mind how severely 
they condemi it. Senditontome. I will be delighted, I will give you another 
now in its place.” 

He thanked me and we parted. 

I must say my impressions of the man are the same as those formed by 
Admiral Sims and recorded in his book. 

He is an intensely patriotic German, naturally, and I respect him for it, 
I tried not to ruffle him in any way, as I desired to Lave a friendly discussion. 
and I think I succeeded. 

Being a Canadian he associated me with America, and for this reason spoke 
more freely than be would otherwise have done. 
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APPEAL FOR FAIR PLAY 
By ALBERT CLOSE. 


WARNING FROM THE DOMINIONS. 
IMPERIAL DEFENCE. 


Mr. Winston Churchill’s Rules, when in 
the Cabinet, for Reducing a Great 


Empire to a Small One. 

Before the Great War the Dominions regarded British Govt. Depts. and 
the British Courts as patterns to the World. The facts published in this little 
book show what they think to-day. 

If ever a Government comes into power strong enough, and honest enough, 
to impartially investigate these War Scandals and punish the guilty, high and 
low alike, then once more the Empire and the World will believe that the Govt. 
Depts. and Courts of Great Britain are indeed a pattern to the World. 

If ever there should be an impartial Inquiry into the proceedings of the 
Royal Commission on Awards to War Inventors, the British Public will be shocked 
and pained to learn that it has been the greatest Judicial Swindle since Lord 
Bacon’s day. It has been going on since April, 1919. 

Where is the difference between the U.S. Navy Oil Scandal and the British 
War Inventions Scandals? Cabinet Ministers are the guilty in both countries. 

The old English idea that only Members of British Aristocratic Families 
must have any credit for distinguished service and great inventions has been 
pushed by these Officials to such extremes that Dominion Inventors will never 
again trust British Govt. Depts. or Officials. 

This spirit was responsible for the antiquated British shells at Jutland, 
and Britain’s obsolete mines and other weapons of war. British inventive 
brains had been discouraged before the War. 

Britain has as ingenious brains as Germany or America, but high Officers 
steal all inventions on sight. The wave of crime sweeping over Britain, finds 
its counterpart in the conduct of these so-called ‘‘ gentlemen,’’ and in the 
Treasury selecting Commissions which never find any culprits. 

Six at least of the greatest Inventions in the Great War came from 
Dominion Inventors, and at least another seventeen from middle-class and poor 
British Inventors. 

The whole of these have been stolen by High Officers, Officials and other 
favoured persons. The Royal Commission has screened the guilty pirates from 
Cross Examination, and so kept the facts out of the Press. 

The day before Mr. Churchill gave his evidence before the Royal Commission 
ve the origin of the Tank, the Press warned the Public that Cross Examination 
would only be permitted within narrow limits! ‘‘ Narrow limits! ”’ 

Sir Gordon Hewart, Attorney General, and Mr. Justice Sargant took 
great trouble to impress upon the Court that the country owed the Tank idea 
to Mr. Winston Churchill. They never mentioned Lord Kitchener’s Tank of 
October 19-23/14, although Capt. Bentley, Lord Kitchener’s Officer, was waiting 
in Court to give evidence. See Morning Post, Aug. 9th, 1922. 

Sequel: Both have since been made Judges in the High Court. Churchill 
is out of power, but the Churchill Treasury Permanent Officials are still at the 
Treasury busy keeping the Kitchener De Mole Tank evidence from the public. 

After four and a half years’ experience of juggling it is now clear that the 
Treasury and Invention Depts. have it all cut and dried beforehand who is to 
win and who to lose. The Commissicn Secretary is a Treasury Barrister who 
spies on Claims in his official capacity. He opened a letter from Mr. Close to 
another Claimant. This enables the Crown to anticipate and circumvent 
Inventors’ evidence, and the Treasury escape from its responsibility. 

Think of it, the Commission Secy., one of the Treasury’s £1,000 a year Civil 
Servants! If a business firm were to adopt English Treasury methods, no one 
would ever give then a day’s credit. Sir Geo. Barstow, a member of the Com- 
mission is actually a Treasury Official, yet the Treasury is Defendant |! 
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There is no doubt whatever, that scores of Dummy Claims have been heard 
and dismissed for the purpose of drawing ‘‘ red herrings ’’ across some scandalous 
awards of huge sums to the same persons, just to show how ‘impartial ’’ the 
Commission is, viz., Major Hazelton’s £10,000 as an example, for a 10/6 
improvement; Commander Burney’s £265,000! All other inventors were 
debarred from, royalties by a clause in the War Munitions Agreements. 

Chas. Law, a sea-going Engineer of Bo’ness, sent in the basic Paravane 
Invention, Feb. 18th, 1915. The Royal Commission gave a secret farcical 
Hearing. His dates are earlier than Burney’s. The wrong men are getting the 
credit and awards! 

Mr. Close has caused several scenes before the Royal Commission for the 
purpose of inviting Contempt of Court Proceedings, but Treasury, Invention 
Dept. Officials and Mr. Justice Sargant are much too cunning to face such 
publicity. It is sater to trust to the trained Official liars ! 

It is preposterous to pretend that all the trained minds from the Dover 
Patrol, to the Army and two Prime Ministers of Canada, can have been deceived 
over his case. This fraud may yet cost Great Britain Canada’s contribution to 
Naval Defence. The Dominions have contributed ingenious brains as well as 
soldiers and cash, and want the credit for it. 

In the hope of forcing a Public Inquiry, Mr. Close laid the facts of the 
Dominion Inventors’ scandalous treatment before the Dominion Prime Ministers 
attending the 1923 Imperial Conference, as follows — 

16, York Road, Dford, London. 
Oct. 11th, 1923. 


To THE DOMINION PRIME MINISTERS, 
Imperial Conference, 
10 Downing Street, 
London, W. 
STOLEN DOMINION WAR INVENTIONS. 

Dear Sirs :—The British Government is anxious that the Dominions share 
the burden of Imperial Defence. 

It might be well to suggest to British Permanent Officials that the British 
Army, Navy, and Air Service Officials give the Dominions their share of the 
credit for the brilliant War Inventions stolen from Dominion War Inventors 
by Mr. Winston Churchill and his friends in Government Departments. 


AUSTRALIA. 


THE ORIGINAL TANK. 

The Tank by De Mole, sent to War Office 1912. Mr. Churchill swore before 
Royal Commission he sent in the first idea Jan. 5th, 1915. He now alters the 
date in his book to Sept., 1914, as evidence has been produced by Capt. Bentley, 
one of Kitchener’s Officers, that Lord Kitchener had the first Tank at the War 
Office Oct. 19th, 1914. The Royal Commission being pressed by The British 
Legion of Ex-Service Men to grant Ca,t. Bentley a public Hearing.—See Morning 
Post, Aug. 9th, 1922. The Editor has inspected Bentley’s Documents and photos 
of the Tank Kitchener had Oct. 19th, 1914. Royal Commission to screen 
Churchill refuse to allow a public Hearing, or any Hearing. De Mole’s Claim 
rejected by Royal Commission Oct., 1919, but has since been paid his ‘‘expenses’’ 
by Treasury—vet his Claim failed ! 


NEW ZEALAND. 


THE ANTI-ZEPP INCENDIARY BULLET. 

Invented by Pomeroy,a New Zealander. Submitted to War Office Aug. 
27th, 1914, rejected at first. Adopted through Lloyd George pressure 1915-16. 
Brought first Zepp. down Sept. 3rd, 1916. Promised £25,000. Highest 
efficiency of any bullet.—Official Report. Sequel: Pomeroy had a Secret 
Hearing of Claim May 17th, 1920. On June 30th, 1919, Commander Brock, 
R.N.V.R., whose bullet was suggested eighteen months later, had a public Hearing 
and received the public credit and £12,000. Pomeroy’s was concealed from 
British public. Only four lines of obscure Press Report. 

The Crown Counsel stated at the Hearing that Pomeroy’s bullet was 
dangerous to use, yet in 1916, an Official Report gave the Pomeroy bullet 35% 
efficiency and Brock’s only 314%. Daily Telegraph, July 1st, 1919. 
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SOUTH AFRICA. 


The Beamish Spiral Spring Tent Pole, which saved thousands of Army Tents 
from destruction through shrinkage during rainstorms, was invented by 
Beamish, a South African. Beamish’s Claim rejected by Government 
Departments. He did not trouble nor trust the Royal Commission. 


CANADA. 


THE ELECTRIC SUBMARINE DRIFT-NET. 


The Dover Patrol Skippers have petitioned the King for a re-Hearing of 
Mr. Albert Close’s Claim, as inventor on Oct. 25th, 1914, of the basic Anti- 
Submarine Electric Drift-Net on the ground that Sham Evidence was introduced 
by the Admiralty at the Hearing on Dec. 8th, 1919. The Dover Patrol offer 
to produce the experts who put the first experimental Electric Net in the sea, 
in Mar., 1915. These experts will prove that Admiral Wilson, who claimed the 
invention, did not know how to put it in the sea, and therefore could not have 
invented it. Every U. Boat Net Claim by Patrol Skippers has been rejected, 
yet these men taught the Navy all about Nets. 


THE TOWED DIRECTIONAL HYDROPHONE. 


The Directional Hydrophone for detecting the presence of U. Boats, was 
invented by Lieut. Watson, R.N.V.R., in:1917, a Canadian Electrical Engineer who 
first took it to Turnbull & Co., Leith, todevelopit. A Captain of the Royal Navy, 
received £10,000 in a secret Award as inventor. His name is concealed in the 
list of awards. 


Admiral Jellicoe, in The Crisis of the War, page 62, states that Mr. Nash, 
of the Western Electric Company, Ltd., Woolwich, perfected it. Yet Nash’s 
Claim was disputed, and only admitted after going to enormous legal expense. 
He only received £6,000 against the secret £10,000 award. 


This priceless invention was adopted through Mr. Lloyd George’s pressure 
in the face of official oppositicn and jealousy. 


THE DOMINION PRIME MINISTERS’ REPLY. 


The Dominion Prime Ministers replied at once, expressing surprise. Mr. 
Mackenize King, the Canadian Prime Minister, informed Mr. Close in emphatic 
terms that he would bring the matter to the attention of his colleagues attending 
the Imperial Conference. 


CANADIAN PRIME MINISTER’S REPLY. 


Albert Close, Esq., The Ritz Hotel, 
16 York Road, Ilford, London. 
London. ctober 13th, 1923. 
Dear Sir, 


The Prime Minister of Canada desires me to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of the 11th instant, in which you mention a number of consider- 
ations in connection with certain Dominion WarInventions. Mr. King wishes me 
to let you know, in reply, that he will bring before the attention of his colleagues 
for consideration, the representations contained in your letter and its enclosures. 

Yours faithfully, 
F. A. McGREGOR, 
Private Secretary. 


It is a remarkable fact that after the great Naval Review before the Dominion 
Prime Ministers at Portsmouth, on Nov. 3rd, 1923, only two expressed any 
opinion to the Press afterwards—Mr. Bruce and Mr. Massey. The Canadian 
Prime Minister and Gen. Smuts said nothing. 


The British Public should be aroused to the damage these Treasury 
Permanent Officials are doing before it is too late. Nothing but a great State 
Trial cf these Officials can save the Empire from dismemberment. The 
Dominions are tired of these Sham Commissions. 
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AUSTRALIA. 
THE ORIGINAL TANK. 


THE AUSTRALIAN DE MOLE’S ARMOURED CAR OR TANK. 
SUBMITTED TO THE WAR OFFICE, 1912. 

MB CHURCHILL CLAIMED HE SUGGESTED THE TANK. 

JAN STH /9/5. DE MOLE’S CLAIM FAILED BEFORE 


THE ROVAL COMMISSION. 
TREASURY SECRETLY PAID DE MOLE & 987 
EXPENSES” TO SCREEN CHURGHILL. japsard 
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WHAT AN AUSTRALIAN LOST TO M®&® CHURCHILL. 
FROM DRAWINGS AT /MPERIAL WAR MUSEUM. 


The Tank by De Mole, sent to War Office 1912. Mr. Churchill swore 
before Royal Couimission he sent in the first idea Jan. 5th, 1915. He now 
alters the date in his book to Sept., 1914, as evidence has been produced 
by Capt. Bentley, one of Kitchener’s Officers, that Lord Kitchener had the 
first Tank at the War Office Oct. 19th, 1914. The Royal Commission being 
pressed by The British Legion of Kx-Service Men to grant Capt. Bentley a 
public Hearing.—See Morning Post, Aug. 9th, 1922. The Editor has 
inspected Bentley’s Documents and photos of the Tank Kitchener had Oct. 
19th, 1914. Royal Commission to screen Churchill refuse to allow a Public 
Hearing, or any Hearing. De Mole’s Claim rejected by Royal Commission 
Oct., 1919, but has since been paid his expenses by Treasury—yet his Claim 
failed ! Mo record of this payment in Official Report! Both Treasury and 
Royal Commission refuse all information. This shows how powerful the 
Churchill clique is in Treasury Permanent Official circles. 

Churchill’s name goes down in the Enipire’s Annals as the originator ! 

Latest—De Mole received £987. Hansard, 12.3.24. 

Some unscrupulous M.P.’s are busy manceuvring to get Churchiil 
back in power as a prospective Prime Minister. He has been a ferryman 
all his life; looking one way and rowing another! This “evil genius of 
the Empire’’ can manipulate Govt. Depts., Commissions and Judges 
through his powerful Permanent Officiais. The Tanks case proves it! 

It is the story of Lord Bacon over again.—See Daily Telegraph, 
Nov. 28th, 1919. 

The Royal Commissions appointed whilst Mr. Churchill was in the 
Cabinet to enquire into the War Scandals, never found a single culprit ; 
everybody was whitewashed! The Empire cannot endure if Courts can be 
manipulated in this manner. 


ROYAL COMMISSION SUPPRESSES 23 
EVIDENCE. 


500,000 Engineers invented the Engineering Inventions in ‘an 
Engineers’ War,” yet the great Inventions have been claimed in many 
cases by Navigators and other Officers who never invented anything 
before. 

What are the facts ? 

Take the Electric Submarine Net Claim as only one instance. 

Here™ is = patty) ot) thes Admiralty= reply to Mr, —Closesby 
Admiral Parry: 

LETTER 1. Admiralty, 
November 7th, 1914. 


ce 


Dear Sir, 

‘“* Your idea is most ingenious, and is certainly worthy of 
consideration. The time you state it will take to lay a circle 
of nets round a fleet is most interesting.” 

. PARRY, 
Hydrogvapher. 
LETTER 2, Admiralty, 
November 17th, 1914. 

“«T will endeavour to get some of your interesting suggestions 

made use of.” J. F. PARRY. 


LETTER 3. Admiralty, 
February 25th, 1915. 
“It is most good of you to send such suggestions without 
hearing the final result, if any. It is possible to make use of 
part, where it may not be practicable to utilize the whole. 
J. F. PARRY. 


LETTER 4. Admiralty, 
May 25th, 1915. 
“A communieation will be made to you later on, when 
more information if available.” J. F. PARRY. 


Admiral Parry did not regard Mr. Close’s plans ‘‘ vague and crude,” 
if the Judge does. The Dover Patrol does not regard them ‘“ vague 
and crude ’”’ either, but the Judge does. 

Do not Admiral Wilson’s and Admiral Bacon’s experimental 
experts know ? They will come to Court and swear that the Admiralty 
Evidence given at the Hearing was false and misleading. 

Mr. Justice Sargant refused to allow’ these letters to be read to 
the Court. He was hushing up the case, and all the official lying 
will never get over the fact. All the Dover Patrol cases are the same. 

OFFICIAL TRUTH AND HONODR. 
Lord Daintree, who served a lifetime at the Foreign Office, says : 
‘“*T have been all my life lying. It was my profession to 
lie. I have a jewel case full of ribbons and stars, given me as 
a token of respect for my skill as a liar.’ An Official Liar ! 
“Daily News,’’ Mar. 6th, 1920. 

Why did Mr. Justice Sargant allow the validity of Admiral Wilson’s 
pigeon-holed net ideas of 1904, in Mr. Close’s case, and reject the Aus- 
tralian De Mole’s pigeon-holed tank plan of 1912? 

Is the latest proposal to make De Mole an award at this late 
date a back door to save Mr. Justice Sargant’s and Mr. Churchill’s 
BHONOUL Roce ms. Litiessas./ Oi 201i. LO2 1; 

Later.—The Treasury has paid De Mole his ‘“‘ expenses ”’ since Capt. 
Bentley has produced the Kitchener Tank plans of Oct. 19th, 23rd. 
1914, yet his Claim failed. The Secretaries to the Treasury and 
Royal Commission refused all information, and no mention of the 
payment can be found in the Official Reports. 

On Dec. 8th, 1919, Mr. Close was granted a farce of a Hearing 
before the Royal ‘Commission on Awards to Inventors, as set forth in 
the following pages. On Nov. 6th, 1920, the Dover and other Naval 
Patrols at a Public Meeting in Gt. Yarmouth Town Hall, petitioned 
the King for a Re-hearing of Mr. Close’s and other U. Boat Net Claims. 
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U. Boat Net so successfully used in the War at Sea. 
a Bombardment 
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On October 25th, 1914, Mr. Albert Close, a Marine and Electrical 
sent 


demonstrated how a circle of 30 miles of these nets could protect a Fleet 


at anchor or dur 


Engineer, 


1914-1915. 
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26 A FUTILE PETITION TO THE KING. 


PETITION TO H.M. THE KING 
1B) 


Ex-DOVER AND OTHER NAVAL PATROL SKIPPERS. 


A SCANDALOUS MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE. 


CHAIRMAN: SKIPPER WILLIAM STEWART, Lossiemouth, 
late of Sheerness, Scapa and Harwich Patrols. 


(Skipper of “ THE FLOWER OF MORAY.”’) 


SECRETARY: Mr. G. M. BUTHLAY, Organizing Sec. of Scottish 
Drift and Line Fishermen’s Association. 


Town Hall, Great Yarmouth, 
6th November, 1920. 


At a Mass Meeting of ex-Dover, Harwich, Sheerness, 
Portsmouth, Falmouth, Milford Haven, Queenstown, Larne, Stornaway, 
Firth of Forth, Scapa, and other Patrol Skippers, held in Yarmouth 
Town Hall on Saturday, 6th November, 1920, it was unanimously 
decided to send the enclosed Petition, also Mr. Close’s Memorandum 
and Documents and Statements by 35 Skippers from the above- 
named Patrols, to both his Majesty the King, and also to the Prime 
Minister. 

After Mr. Close, Mr. Heane, and several Skippers had spoken, 
Skipper Souter, Dover Patrol, of H.M. Drifter, ‘‘ Arndilly Castle”’ 
(mentioned in Dispatches), on behalf of the Dover Patrol, moved 
that the following Petition be sent to His Majesty the King and also 
to the Prime Minister. Seconded by Skipper Palmer (Sheerness and 
Poole Patrols). This was carried unanimously. 


THE PETITION. 


As late Members of the Dover Patrol and other Naval Patrols; 
as of the men who kept the Seas and Straits for the Nation, we humbly 
and respectfully request that a Re-Hearing of Mr. Albert Close’s Electric 
Drift Net Claim, Skipper Green’s Wire Net Claim, and Engineer Hean’s 
Synchronizing Firing Gear Claim before another Judge and Commission 
be granted. 

Also for a Public Hearing before a Commission of the Claims 
of Skippers Stewart, Souter, and McKenzie, for the Moored Electric 
Mine Net System and Glass Cod Net Buoys. 

The Leading Patrol Skippers of 1914-15, A.D., from nearly 
every Naval Base in the British Isles have examined the Documents 
concerning Mr. Close’s Claim, and have read the Report of the Hearing 
on 8th December, 1919. 


A FUTILE PETITION TO THE KING. DG: 


These Skippers, who know all the facts concerning the first 
Electric Nets, unanimously declare that the Electric Drift Net and method 
of protecting a Fleet at anchor or stationary is in its basic form Mr. 
Close’s invention, and not Admiral Wilson’s, who claims it. 


PICKING BRAINS, AN OLD PRACTICE IN THE NAVY. 


We wish to say that it was a regular practice when we were in 
the Navy to turn down nearly every new idea we sent in, and then later 
bring it out as the invention of someone in the Navy. We were also 
ordered to destroy our Logs and Documents at the time, so that we are 
almost helpless in the question of producing Documentary Evidence 
in proof of our own claims. 


CANADIAN GOVERNMENT. 


As Mr: Close is a Canadian by birth, if was moved by Skipper 
Haylett (Dover Patrol), and seconded by Skipper Collins (Dover Patrol), 
that a copy of all the Documents concerning Mr. Close’s Case be sent 
to the Canadian Government urging that they support Mr. Close’s 
application for a Re-Hearing before another Judge and Commission. 

This was also unanimously agreed to by the Meeting. 


(Signed) G. M. BUTHLAY, 
Secretary to the Meeting, 
8th November, 1920. 49 Marine Parade, Lowestoft. 


SCANDAL OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION. 


At the insistent urging of several ex-Dover Patrol Skippers, 
a Mass Meeting of Skippers and Crews of ex-Dover, Portsmouth, 
Harwich, Sheerness, Falmouth, Milford Haven, Queenstown, Larne, 
Stornoway, Scapa, Firth of Forth, and other Patrols was held 
in Yarmouth Town Hall, on Saturday evening, November 6th, 
at 7 p.m., for the purpose of petitioning H.M. the King and the Prime 
Minister for a rehearing before another Judge and Commission, of 
the claim for the invention of the basic Electric Anti-Submarine 
Drift Net in October, 1914, and November, 1914, and also other 
anti-submarine net and buoy inventions by fishermen. At, the 
hearing of the Electric Drift Net claim in London on December 8th, 
1919, the Judge hushed up the evidence, and the whole proceedings 
were a drama of make-believe and false pretences. 

The appended statement of the Skippers who were present 
at the Hearing will explain this scandalous case, together with the 
statements of the Patrol Skippers who have examined the documents 
and know the history of the early Electric Nets used by the Navy. 

These Skippers from Scapa to Dover and from Dover round 
to Stornoway declare that the invention of the basic Electric Drift 
Net idea and method of protecting a Fleet by surrounding it with 
Drifters and Electric Nets belongs to Mr. Close, and they have signed 
statements giving their versions and reasons for believing Mr. Close 
invented this method, and not Admiral Wilson, who claimed it. 


28 THE JUDGE HUSHES UP EVIDENCE. 


THE HEARING OF MR. CLOSE’S ANTI-SUBMARINE ELECTRIC 
DRIFT NET CLAIM BEFORE THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON 
AWARDS TO INVENTORS IN LONDON, ON DECEMBER 8th, 1919. 


WITNESSES’ STATEMENTS. 


WE, the following Skippers, were present at the Hearing of 
this Claim. We consider the Chairman, Mr. Justice Sargant, sup- 
pressed most important evidence in Court and did not give Mr. Close 
a fair hearing. 

1. Mr. Justice Sargant prevented Mr. Close reading the 
Admiralty replies in Court and made his presentation of his case 
confused and unintelligible in parts. How could he interpret 
these letters to the Commission without first reading them ? 
The Court was the proper place in which to read them, as the 
Commission was a Jury, and evidence before a Jury should always 
be given in Court. 

2. The Judge called out, ‘“ We have that letter, no need 
to read it,” in the case of the Admiralty letter of November 
17th, 1914. He did not have that letter, nor any copy of it. 
This slip demonstrated that the Judge was hushing up the 
Admiralty letters. 

3. The Judge prevented Mr. Close explaining any 
Diagrams to the Commission, and did not attempt to explain 
them himself. In fact, he covered them with his hands when 
Mr. Close laid them on the table. Not a single Diagram showing 
how the Navy used Mr. Close’s methods was allowed to be 
explained, yet it was a case of Diagrams from start to finish. — 

4. The Chairman, Mr. Justice Sargant, would not allow 
Chief Skipper McGee to demonstrate how the Navy used Mr. 
Close’s method with an actual net, which he had brought 600 
miles for the purpose. 

5. The Judge showed his insincerity by calling out in 
Court, “ Is Admirai Bacon in Court ?’”’ when, as a fact, he had 
previously written Mr. Close refusing to call him. By also 
declaring that ‘‘ the case must be finished to-day ”’ he showed 
that he was hushing up the case. Why had Mr. Close’s claim 
to be finished in one day, whilst other cases are adjourned to 
get fresh evidence? Why were Skippers Thomson and James 
prevented from giving evidence ?* 

6. Wedo not believe that the Admiralty witness spoke 
the truth when he said he did not know the Fleet was protected 
by a Square or Circle of Drifters and Drift Nets when bombarding 


*THE JUDGE AND ADMIRALTY SURPRISED. 
The Judge and Admiralty were completely surprised 
when they found out in Court for the first time that such im- 
portant witnesses were ready to give evidence. Had they 
known before, no doubt Mr. Close’s claim would have been heard 
in secret, like so many other deserving inventors’ claims. 
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Zeebrugge. We know this was a fact, and surely the Admiralty 
expert knew also, as Admiral Bacon had published the fact in 
his book, ‘‘’The Dover Patrol.”’ 


7. We have read the Report of the Hearing, as sent by 
Mr. Close to the Canadian Government, and consider it is a true 
and faithful record of the whole proceedings. We earnestly 
plead for a Re-Hearing before another Judge, where the Skippers 
will be allowed to freely explain to the Commission the methods. 
copied by the Admiralty from Mr. Close’s plans and diagrams, 
and also freely explain to the Court, the Admiralty technical 
and electrical appliances which misled the Royal Commission at 
the Hearing on December 8th, 1919. 

8. We are certain the Admiralty’s solicitor and experts 
misled the Commission by a confused mixing of electrical 
appliances and ideas which had no connection with the Electric 
Drift Net method whatever, and had the Judge allowed us to 
treely explain this at the Hearing, we would have shown they 
had no relation to Electric Drift Nets. There was just enough 
truth about the Admiralty statement to thoroughly and com- 
pletely deceive men who had had no practical experience with 
Electric Nets at sea. A half-truth is always the most subtle 
form of deception to deal with. The Admiralty statement 
was less than a half-truth, and no doubt completely deceived the 
members of the Royal Commission, apart from the Chairman. 

(Signed) H. JAMES, 
May 26th, 1920, 
Skipper and Witness at the Hearing on December 8th, 1919, 
Skipper in charge of E.C. Mine Nets and connected with 
Electric Contact Nets at Newlyn and North Shields. 


49 SEAGO STREET, LOWESTOFT. 


(Signed) ANDREW McGEE, 
June 3rd, 1920. 


Experimental Skipper on Electric Nets at Dover, under Admiral 
Bacon and Capt. Bird, K-N., 


Witness at the Hearing on December 8th, 1919, 
WESTBOURNE, PETERHEAD. 


SKIPPERS WHO DECLARE MR. CLOSE THE INVENTOR. 


NAVAL PATROL SKIPPERS WHO HAVE SIGNED STATE- 
MENTS PETITIONING THE KING AND PRIME? MINISTER 
FOR A RE-HEARING BEFORE ANOTHER JUDGE. 
Skipper John Bruce, D.S.C.,s.s. “ JEANNIE SIMPSON,” DOVER PATROL. 

Skipper Peter Cowie, Buckie, s.s. “ DESIRE,’’ DOVER PATROL. 
Skipper William Smith, Buckie, s.s. “ DEsIRE,’’ DOVER PaTROL. 


30 NAVAL PATROL SKIPPERS’ STATEMENTS. 


Skipper James Smith, D.S.C., s.s. “ GLEN AFTON,’ DOVER PATROL. 
Skipper James Murray, Buckie, s.s. ““ HANDSOME,’’ DOVER PATROL. 
Skipper Andrew Whyte, s.s. ‘GLEN Arron,” DOVER PATROL. 
Skipper E. W. Capps, s.s. ‘““ YOUNG FISHERMAN,” DOVER PATROL. 
Chief Skipper W. A. Capps, D.S.C., GORLESTON NAVAI, BASE. 
Skipper Geo. Coleman, s.s. ‘‘ HELPMATES,”” DOVER PATROL, 
Skipper L. Scarlett, Dis:C,, ¢s.s. “ HYACINTH, ? DOVER PATROL 
Skipper Sam Head, D.S.C., s.s. “ VERA CREINA,” DOVER PATROL. 
Skipper J. Buchan, Peterhead, s.s. “ Livonta,’’ PORTSMOUTH PATROL. 
Chief Skipper R. Buchan, D.S.C., Peterhead, s.s. ““ JEANNIES,’’ PORTS- 
MOUTH PATROL. 
skipper A’ Buchan, s.s. | BLUEBELL, “PORTSMOUTH PATROR 
Skipper R. Buchan, Peterhead, s.s. “ OCEANIC,’ PORTSMOUTH PATROL. 
Skipper A. C. Buchan, “‘ ANCHOR OF HOPE,” F'AlMOUTH PATROL, 
kipper R. B. Duthie, s.s. ““ ANCHOR OF HOPE,’’ LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper L. Duthie, Cairnbulg, s.s. “ DuTuHiEs,’”’ LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper A. Buchan, Cairnbulg, s.s. “ Min, Burn,’ LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper W. Buchan, Peterhead, s.s. “ DAFFODIL,’ LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper R. Bruce, Peterhead, s.s. ““ COMELY,’’ LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper J. Buchan, s.s. ““ HEATHER BELL,” FLAGSHIP, LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper J. Duthie, St. Coombs, s.s. ““ St. CoomsBs,’’ LARNE PATROL. 
Skipper C. Tait, s.s. “ LIVELIHOOD,’ MILFORD HAVEN PATROL. 
Skipper J. Bone, Inverallochy, s.s. “‘ CHILDREN’S TRust,”’ MILFORD 
HAVEN Patroy. GROUP LEADER. 
Chief Skipper W. $. Wharton, D.S.C. and Bar, Lowestoft, H.M.S. 
“Hosppy Hawk,” ARMED SMACK. 
Chief Skipper S. Woodgate, D.S.C., s.s. “ RECLAIM,’ HARWICH PATROL. 
Skipper R. Barker, D.S.C., s.s. “ MAJEsSTv,’’? HARWICH PATROL. 
Chief Skipper James Strachan, s.s. ““ EN AVANT,’”’ CROMARTY BASE. 
Skipper James Strachan, s.s. “Lity BANK,’ SCAPA PATROL. 
Skipper F. J. Andrews, Lowestoft, s.s. ““ COMRADES,’ CROMARTY 
AND HAVRE PATROLS. 
Skipper Jas. More, Hopeman, s.s. “ Optimistic,’ SCAPA PATROL. 
Skipper A. Main, Hopeman, s.s. ‘‘ ADMIRATION,” SCAPA PATROL, 
Skipper W. Sevright, Banff, s.s. “ CINCERIA,” SCAPA PATROL. 
Skipper G. Peek, s.s. ‘‘ JAcK SALMON,” DOVER PATROL, Drifter Flag- 
ship at bombardment of Zeebrugge, Aug. 22nd, 1915; also 
Admiral Wilson’s Experimental Skipper with the first Electric 
Net at Portsmouth, March, 1915. 
Skipper Herbert Wright, s.s. ‘‘ JBuRN,’ DOVER Patror, Admiral 
Wilson’s Experimental Skipper at Portsmouth with the first 
Electric Net, March, 1915. 


To the foregoing names may be added those of Chief Skippers 
Green and McGee, whose evidence at the Hearing agrees with the 
conclusions of all the other Patrol Skippers. 


These statements can be multiplied by hundreds if necessary. 


A SHAM TREASURY INQUIRY. aut 


The Electric 
Submarine Net Invention. 


THE DOVER PATROL PETITION CARRIED TO THE FOOT OF 
THE THRONE.—THE RESULT! 
The Petition of the Dover Patrol for a Re-Hearing was referred 


by H.M. the King to the English Treasury on November 17th, 1920, 
to be dealt with. 


The Treasury sent the case back to the Royal Commission—the 
original culprits—and, of course, accept their explanation in the face 
of the signed statements of 35 Dover and other Patrol Skipper experts, 
supported by 3,000 other Patrol Skippers from all over the British Isles. 


THES VICIOUS CIRCLUH IN» OPERATION: 
Be piElLtONSGORS BACK 810° “DHE ~ORTGLNAL. CULPRITS 
THE ENGUISH “TREASURY'S REPLY. 


THE SECRETARY, TREASURY, TREASURY CHAMBERS, 
WHITEHALL, LONDON, $.W.1. 
§.5535. 12th January, 1921. 
SIR, 


The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 
have had under consideration the petition submitted by you 
to His Majesty the King on behalf of the ex-Dover and other 
Patrol Skippers, which by His Majesty’s command has been 
referred to Their Lordships to be dealt with. 

In reply I am to inform you that My Lords, after examining 
the petition, together with a statement by the Royal 
Commission and the full report of the proceedings in Mr. Albert 
Close’s claim, are satisfied that a full investigation of this 
claim has been made by an impartial tribunal, and see no 
ground for recommending that it should be reheard by any 
other body. 

Lai eoit: 
G. M. BuTHLAY, EsoQ., Your obedient Servant, 
(Secy. Dover Patrol Protest Meeting), R. J. MEIKLEJOHN. 
49 MARINE PARADE, LOWESTOFT. 


This is the result of carrying a Petition to the very foot of the 
Throne, which we are told in Canada is such a priceless heritage. | 


Note.—The Treasury acted on a faked Report as supplied for 
Canadian Government, July 4th, 1921. Dover Patrol Witnesses will 
swear to fakings. They have signed statements to this effect. 


This was faked so as to cover up the Judge’s violation of the 
English Laws of Evidence. 

The facts are that Treasury, Admiralty, and Inventions Dept. 
High Officials have lied and must now stick to the lie. Gentlemen, 
we are told, never lie, especially those with titles ! 

They have defrauded scores of other inventors, because they 
stood alone. 

In Mr. Close’s Case the Dover Patrol and Canadian Army coming 
in, put these dishonest Permanent Officials out of their reckoning, and 
they can’t now recede and save their reputations. 


32 THEJUDGE’S ILLEGAL PRECEDENT EXPOSED. 


CANADIAN GOVT. ACTION. 


The British Empire has been built up on the solid foundation 
of TRUTH, HONOUR and FAIR-PLAY. That great Empire is 
being rent asunder to-day by Official Lying, and trickery on the part 
of an inner ring of Government Permanent Officials, perhaps not 
more than 20 in number, who really rule the Nation, and never change 
no matter which political Party is in power. 


We have the men as witnesses who were with several of the so-called 
Officer War Inventors in their experiments, and these men will come 
to Court and swear that it was common knowledge at the time that 
the inventions had been stolen from other men. Officers had to be 
taught how to use their own supposed inventions! Admiral Wilson 
had to be taught the most elementary principles in 1914-15. 4 


CANADIAN ARMY VETERANS TAKE ACTION. 


On April 18th, 1921, the Great War Veterans’ Association of 
Canada, laid Mr. Close’s Case before the Prime Minister of Canada, 
and requested him to press the Imperial Government for a re-hearing 
of the Evidence before another Judge. 

The Prime Minister sent the Case> to ithe, Canadiany Hick 
Commissioner in London. Sir George Perley, however, stated that 
the Constitution prevented him pressing the demand, as it concerned 
a British High Court Judge. So this dishonest Judge is entrenched 
behind Constitutional etiquette. He can’t be got at. He is safe! 

On May 9th, 1921, this Judge was away ill and the Nash 
Hydrophone Case was heard, with Sir W. Temple Franks, head of 
H.M. Patent Office, as Chairman. The Admiralty as usual denied 
validity of Mr. Nash’s claim. Admiralty Counsel attempted to 
introduce as evidence the adverse Report of an absent Officer. Mr. 
Hunter Gray, Nash’s Counsel, objected that the Officer was not present 
for Cross Examination. 

Mr. Moritz, Admiralty Counsel, rose and cited Mr. Close’s Case 
as a precedent in which Mr. Justice Sargant had allowed Admiral 
Wilson’s Report to go in as Evidence, without calling the Admiral 
for cross examination. The Judge had refused Mr. Close’s request 
in a letter. Mr. Hunter Gray declared such was a violation of the 
English Law of Evidence and refused to allow the illegality to be 
repeated. The Commission agreed. It was illegal! Yet Mr. 
Justice Sargant had been violating the Law of the land with impunity 
for two years! He snapped his fingers and made his own laws. 

The Admiralty must have been sure of Mr. Justice Sargant when 
they had the effrontery to bring such Reports to Court as Evidence. 
It was, of course, good enough for a Mock Hearing, but too fraudulent 
to let the Canadian Prime Minister and Army Executive read. 

This mutilated copy of Minutes of Evidence was the Document 
inspected by the Treasury Officials in response to the Dover Patrol 
Petition. Is this British Government honour ? 

Sir Geo. Perley privately advised Mr. Close to apply to the Treasury 
again for a re-hearing, on the good ground of this Decision. On 
June 9th the Treasury Permanent Officials actually stated in a letter 
to Sir Robert Horne, that Mr. Close’s Statement of the improper 
receipt of Evidence by Mr. Justice Sargant at his Hearing was 
inaccurate! Sir George Barstow, Treasury, sat at the table in the 
Court and heard that decision on May 9th, yet the Treasury sent 
that deliberate lie as a reply to be passed on to the Canadian Army 
and Prime Minister. Fully 30 Witnesses heard the Decision and Mr. 
Close went out and cabled it to Ottawa, and the facts were laid before 
Mr. Meighen the same day. 
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THE COMMISSION FAKES THE MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


On July 4th, 1921, the Treasury supplied a copy of what purported 
to be the Official Minutes of Evidence. 

These were required for the use of the Canadian Army and the 
Prime Minister of Canada, Rt. Hon. Arthur Meighen, who was coming 
to London to attend the Imperial Conference. The Treasury Solicitors 
delayed these Minutes for nearly a month, and supplied them two days 
before Mr. Meighen returned to Canada. 

The suppressed Admiralty letters had actually been carefully 
inserted in the text of the Evidence just as if they had been read in 
Court! Admiral Wilson’s Report and all other Officers’ Evidence 
was entirely missing. Mr. Close’s important Witnesses all had their 
distinguished positions and rank in the Navy carefully concealed, 
so as to rob them of their weight as witnesses. Admiral Bacon’s 
Chief experimental Electric Net expert at Dover was recorded as 
plain ‘‘Mr. Hunter McGee.’’ Not a word about his Official position— 
all cut out. The same with Chief Skipper Green. All the subtle 
devilry of the trained old Treasury lawyer to shade the evidence is 
shown in that shamefully faked Document. 

That is the Document supplied by request for the Prime Minister 
of Canada and the Canadian Army of 350,000 Veterans, which once 
so loyally came to the help of the Mother Country ! 


MINUTES CAN BE INSPECTED BY ANY M.P. 


This is not Mr. Close’s story only, the Commission’s faked 
copy of Minutes of Evidence may be seen by any M.P. at short notice. 
Not one Witness was called by the Admiralty or Judge who had ever 
seen or touched a net! Nothing but Reports, Letters, etc., with 
no one to cross-examine! Is this honest British Court procedure ? 
Any lawyer knows it is not! Cross examination would have shown 
the fraudulent character of all those Reports. It was a put-up job— 
a Mock Hearing—taking advantage of a defenceless Canadian, 
who could not afford to employ Counsel to fight for him. At least 
they thought he was defenceless ! 

Mr. Close again and again called upon the Admiralty Counsel 
to produce a Witness who ever carried out an experiment with an 
Electric Wire in a Drift Net, or who ever surrounded a Fleet with 
Electric Nets and Drifters before October 25th, 1914. 

On every occasion this Judge intervened with a ‘‘ red herring,’’ 
and refused to allow Mr. Close to press the point. The Minutes of 
Evidence confirm this. There are the Questions followed by Mr. 
Justice Sargant’s ‘‘red herrings’’ to draw Mr. Close off. 


AN HONEST JUDGE WOULD HAVE CALLED FOR WITNESSES. 


An honest Judge would have called upon the Admiralty to produce 
these Witnesses. In the cases of Commander Burney and other 
aristocratic English Officers the Judge generally sought for an 
opportunity to praise these men as ‘ Valuable public Servants,’’ 
some of whom were said to have invented about twenty-two valuable 
inventions!! ‘‘ Valuable public servants’!!! 

These men stole these inventions from the accumulated brains 
of the Empire, loyally sent in in good faith in times of stress and danger, 
and this Judge knows it and the English Treasury Officials know it 
too. Several Claimants have tried to take their Claims to the Law 
Courts before an honest Judge, but the Treasury forces them all to 
go before Mr. Justice Sargant’s Commission, on which sits Sir George 
Barstow, a Treasury Permanent Official, and of late, forces them 
to sign an Agreement beforehand to accept his Decision, or get no 
hearing. The Dover Patrol Skipper inventors have notified the 
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Treasury that they refuse to go before Mr. Justice Sargant at all, 
as they distrust him. These noble men, who saved the Navy with 
their nets, will abandon their claims rather than go through the farce 
of a Mock Hearing. 


Cominander Hilton Young, R.N., in his reply to’ Mr. Samuel, 
M.P. in the House on August 17th, 1921, stated a half-truth from 
the Treasury, when he said these Skippers had not made a Claim 
before the Commission. They refused to go before Mr. Justice Saigant 
and notified the Treasury two months before that reply was given 
in the House—a half-truth ! the most devilishly misleading of all lies. 


THE CANADIAN ARMY VETERANS’ ACTION. 
THE GREAT WAR VETERANS’ ASSOCIATION OF CANADA. 
DOMINION COMMAND, 
OTTAWA, 


May 1th, 1921. 
Dear Sir, 

** Your cable regarding the Decision of the Courts as to Admiral 
Wilson’s Report, was immediately transmitted to the Prime 
Minister. He will get in touch with the High Commissioner in 
London in an effort to have your Claim reviewed by another 
Commission, etc., etc.” 

Yours sincerely. 
G. C. MACNIEL. 


ALBERT CLOSE, ESQ., Dominion Sec. and Treasurer, 
16 York Road, G.W.V.A. of Canada. 
Ilford, London, 
England. 
2nd Letter. Ottawa, 


June Ath, 1921. 


*““Have received a communication from the Secretary of 
the Dover Patrol Protest Meeting at Yarmouth. He stated: 


The Dover and other Naval Patrol Skippers concerned 
refuse to go before Mr. Justice Sargant and his Secretary, as they 
have no faith in the bona fides of his secret Hearings. I have 
notified the Treasury to this effect. The Decision by another 
Chairman on May 9th, that Mr. Justice Sargant has been violating 
the Laws of Evidence in these cases by allowing Reports by Officers 
to be read in their absence, and refusing to call these Officers 
for cross examination, has demonstrated that this Judge is with 
the Admiralty and other Government Departments, and against 
the claimants. 


The aforementioned ‘Skippers insist on a re-hearing in public. 
Any other form of hearing will prove to be a farce.” 


(Signed) 
G. M. BUTHLAY, 
Secretary Dover Patrol Protest Meeting. 


“IT at once laid this before the Prime Minister, etc., ete............. 
We will certainly do everything in our power to force the Imperial 
Government to allow a public Re-Hearing of your Claim before 
another Tribunal.’’ 
T. C. LAPP, 


for Dominion Secretary, 
G.W.V.A. 
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3rd Letter. 
PRIME MINISTER OF CANADA CONVINCED. 
Ottawa, June 7th, 1921. 
“TI at once laid this before the Prime Minister, etc., ete......... 
He states that this cemmunication was being passed on to 
the High Commissioner in London, with a request that if 
anything could be done without circumventing the Imperial 
Authorities, that action be taken without delay. The Prime 
Minister of Canada is convinced that injustice has been done you 
and is willing to help as far as possible.”’ 
(Signed), T. ©. LAPP, 
for Dominion Secretary, 
G.W.V.A. 
P.S.—Mr. Mackenzie King, the Liberal Prime Minister of Canada, also 
took up the case in 1923, at the Imperial Conference. 


4th Tetter. Ottawa, 
Auoust 12th, 1921. 
On receiving the Minutes of Evidence so shamelessly faked 
by Mr. Justice Sargant and Secretary, the G.W.V.A. Secretary 
wrote Mr. Close: ; 
‘“*More than ever convinced that there is justice in your 
celaim.”’ 
(Signed), T. ©. LAPP. 
for Dominion Secretary, 


V.A. 


DECEIVING THE HOUSE OF COMMONS AND PUBLIC. 

On August 17th, 1921, Commander Hilton Young, R.N., Secretary 
to the Treasury, declined to answer Mr. Arthur Samuel’s Question 
as to whether the Prime Minister of Canada had intervened. The 
Question and Answer was suppressed entirely in the English Press. 
Not one word about it! All the facts of the case have been sent to 
the Press as each action of the G.W.V.A. took place, but the British 
Government Press Officials have kept it all out of the English Press 
so as to save these dishonest Treasury and Royal Comunission 
Officials from exposure. These Officials are breaking up the Empire, 
and the British M.P.’s and people are being kept entirely in the 
dark over it all. 


THE TORONTO GLOBE EDITORIAL, SEPTEMBER 29th, 1921. 

The Tovonto Globe, in its fourth editorial since Mar., on Sept. 
29th, 1921, causticly comments on Commander Hilton Young in the 
House, on August 17th, 1921, making no reference to the serious 
charges made by Mr. Close, also to the Decision on May 9th, 1921, 
ve Mr. Justice Sargant’s violation of the Laws of Evidence. The 
Globe further comments on the fact that ‘‘ two of the 36 Dover Patrol 
Petitioners were actually Admiral Wilson’s experimental Skippers, 
with his first Electric Net at Portsmouth, in March, 1915.” They 
declare the basic invention is Mr. Close’s, and that the Admiral did 
not understand how to use his own supposed invention at first. One 
of these was Drifter Flag Ship Skipper Peake, at the bombardment 
of Zeebrugge, 1915. 

Notice the silence over Canada’s loyalty of late. She is refusing 
all English titles and honours. Forty per cent. of Canada is definitely 
estranged to-day. Twenty-five per cent. of Canada is absolutely 
loyal to the Throne and Empire. Thirty-five per cent. are indifferent, 
and will go with the majority. Dishonest, blundering Permanent 
Officials in a hundred ways have caused this estrangement. It is all 
kept out of the Press by the Government Press Department. Mr. 
Close is only one of scores of bad cases. The same is true in Australia 
and New Zealand. ‘Their inventors have also been robbed by English 
Officers. If War were to break out again they certainly will not rush 
forward again as in 1914. 
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APPEAL TO THE THRONE! 


CANADIAN PRESS TAKES UP MR. CLOSE’S CASE. 


If honest, courageous British M.P.’s do not boldly tackle this 
vicious circle of entrenched Judges and Officials and, figuratively 
speaking, wring their necks off short at the shoulders, Britain will 
wake up some day and find these Buggins and their sons have 
dismembered the Empire. Look at their bungling over General 
Pershing’s visit. Why not fire the fools out neck and crop. Better 
lose them than lose our Dominions and friendship of the United States. 

The Canadian Press from Atlantic to Pacific has taken up Mr. 
Close’s Case. Tovonto Globe, Canada’s National Newspaper, has had 
four Editorial columns on it :—March 9th, Aptil 21st, August 10th 
and Sep. 29th, 1921. Montreal Star, Ottawa and Winnipeg, and other 
great papers all published the Dover Patrol Petition for a public 
re-hearing. Toronto Globe sent for all Documents. 

What is the use of an Appeal to the Throne, if, as in this case, 
the guilty Permanent Officials try their own Cases? It brings the 
Constitution into contempt. Guilty Officials hide behind it. The 
Canadian Army and Government will certainly not force the Con- 
stitution. The British Government can continue to refuse a public 
Re-hearing and screen this guilty Judge and Secretary ; but it may 
put an end to all Appeals to the Throne from Canada. Mr. Close 
surely cannot deceive the Poitsmouth and The Dover Patrol Net 
Eyxperts, the Great War Veterans of Canada’s Executive, Two Prime 
Ministers of Canada (K.C.’s) and the Canadian High Commissioner ! 

The only way to end all this is to put this Judge and his Secretary 
on their trial, and call upon Mr. Close and other wronged Claimants 
to prove the Charges. Lord Bacon was prosecuted and found guilty 
and punished, and he was Lord Chancellor of England. ‘There are 
always black sheep in every flock. Mr. Justice Sargant is not after 
money as was Bacon, but no doubt whatever, the Treasury will confer 
some high honour on him for making the country believe that a few 
aristocratic English Officers won the war. They will win the next one 
alone, for the Dominions will not be deceived again. £10,000 to an 
English Major for a 10/6 machine gun appliance. ! 

Fifty-nine inventions were awarded a total of about £288 000 
during 1919-20. Commander Burney, with powerful inside influence, 
managed to get £265,000 by secret royalties, and also special treatment 
by the Royal Commission by agreement between the Treasury and his 
Solicitors, for the Paravane. Other Officers received £85,000. 
sa Limes “Nou ofh, 1920, 

Tritton honourably returned his secret commission on Tank 
Engines (£115,000) to the Treasury and only received £7,500 and no 
costs.—‘‘ Times,”’ Oct. 4th-25th, 1919. Burney kept his £265,000. 


HOW THE NEW ZEALAND ZEPP. DESTROYER WAS TREATED. 


English Officers have received awards of £8,000, £10,000 and 
£12,000 in all, whilst Pomeroy, the New Zealand inventor of the 
Anti-Zeppelin Bullet, threw his claim up in disgust at the hearing. 

If the English Government is going to allow this Judge and 
Secretary and Permanent Officials to go on with this sort of thing, the 
Dominions will leave England to win the next War herself. Then 
there will be no disputes about stolen Inventions. These are the sort 
of Officials who are breaking the Dominions ties of affection. Only afew 
cases are known to the public, as it is all kept out of the English Press. 


SUPPRESSION UNFAIR TO HONEST JUDGES AND OFFICERS 


With a great body like the Canadian War Veterans stretched 
right across the Dominion of Canada firmly convinced that a British 
Roya Commission Judge has been dishonest, the Case cannot te 
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AN ENGLISH “CAPt. DREYFUS” CASE. 
hushed up any longer. The reputation of the British Courts is at 
stake. These men who came to the help of the Mother Country in 
1914-18 will not be put off with Official shuffling. They want to know 
why these Officers were not called for Cross Examination, and why 
these Minutes of Evidence have been so shamefully faked ? 

It is unfair to honest members of the Biitish Bench and unfair 
to honest Naval Officers to allow a small vicious circle to bring discredit 
on the whole Service. 

There is only one Constitutional way. M.P.’s must deal with 
it in the House of Commons, and call for a Public Re-hearing of these 
Claims, with the Press unfettered. The heart of the Nation loves 
fair play and will do the rest. Let the Nation know. It is utterly 
futile to ask questions only, because the same vicious circle prepares 
the answers, which are nothing more nor less than Official Lies, as 
were those given on August 17th, 1921, 

This grand old Country is doomed and damned unless Royal 
Commission Chairmen and Secretaries are in future selected from 
outside the English Civil Service. No culprits are found now—all 
whitewashed. 

Think of the Douglas-Pennant Commission finding in the face 
of what we saw with our own eyes at Farnborough. Miss Douglas- 
Pennant is beyond doubt an English ‘‘ Capt. Dreyfus ”’ and this old 
country will never prosper until that noble woman has been as 
publicly rehabilitated and honoured as she has been publicly wronged 
by the Biitish Government. No country can prosper or endure once 
the Courts can be manipulated. Here is a clear case of it to-day. 
It is the greatest public wrong Britain has ever perpetrated on a 
woman. Our Cases are all alike. Commissions selected for the purpose 
of deceiving the nation by suppressing vital evidence and then 
publishing misleading reports in the Press. We from the Dominions 
came to this country believing the British Government Departments 
were a pattern to the wo1ld for honesty. Australians, New 
Zeaianders and Canadians know better to-day. 

It is preposterous to pretend that all the trained minds from the 
Dover Patrol, to the Army and Prime Minister of Canada, can have 
been deceived over this case. This fraud may yet cost Great Britain 
Canada’s contribution to Naval Defence. The Dominions have 
contributed ingenious brains as well as soldiers and cash, and want 
the credit for it. 


BRIGISHeMCP. sp WILLY OUCHELPRIOGCSAY BATH H ENA TION 
BY PURGING THE CIVIL SERVICH OF THESE OFFICIALS ? 

GREAT BRITAIN has the greatest traditions of any EMPIRE 
in all history. She has the purest national life, with all her faults, and 
the lowest Criminal Records by from 25 to 400 per cent. of any nation 
to-day, based on 20 years’ average. But she, to-day, has the most 
corrupt Civil Service since the days of Charles II. Nearly every 
answer to awkward questions in Parliament to-day, on investigation, 
proves to be an Official falsehood. 

Why the change in the character of governing circles ? Because 
as in the days of Charles, the Jesuits have filled so many of the Public 
Offices with their creatures, practising ‘‘ the end justifies the means.”’ 

The Marquis de Agiglio, a great Italian Statesman, remarked to 
the late Earl of Shaftesbury some years ago :—— 

““ We have got rid of the Jesuits in Italy so far as is humanly 
possible to get rid of such a body of men, but England is swarming with 
them, and before long you will feel the effects of their presence.” 

These are the men who set up secret wireless stations in Spain and 
elsewhere and gave our ships away to the U. Boats. See Times, 
ep N 2th O17: 

They have been expelled from forty-seven countries for their 
political intrigues, and these lands had peace after. 
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HALL” COURT, Oct. 30th, 1922. 
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DAILY MAIL REPORT OF MR. CLOSE’S PROTEST, OCT. 30th, 1922. 


‘Mr. Justice Sargant and other members of the Royal Commission 
on Awards to Inventors and several attendants and policemen were 
deceived, yesterday morning by Mr. Albert Close, a Canadian inventor 
and a man of resource. 


“Mr. Close is a fresh complexioned, keeneyed, clean-shaven man. 
Therefore, when an elderly looking man wearing a neatly trimmed grey 
beard and moustache, clothes of professional cut and a silk hat, arrived 
at the door of the Royal Commission yesterday morning, and beamed 
on the policemen through a pair of eyeglasses, he was saluted respectfully 
and shown into the Court. The attendants found him a comfortable 
seat, and, placing his camera beside him, he gravely stroked his beard. 


“Mr. Justice Sargant had no sooner arranged his papers, than the grey 
beard of the visitor. vanished, the dignified grey hair followed, the 
eyeglasses dropped off, and there before the astonished Court were 
tbe ruddy complexion and twinkling eyes of Mr. Albert Close. 


“The Attendants gasped, and for a moment Mr. Justice Sargant seemed 
perturbed, but recovering quickly, he began: Mr. Close—But Mr. Close, 
holding up a large envelope, said: ‘I have had to disguise myself in a 
10/6 wig to get here this morning.’ 


“He went on to protest against Secret Hearings, when a policeman 
arrived. Mr. Close pocketed his envelope, took his disguise in one hand 
and his camera in the other and left the Court with the policeman. 


“He apologized to the police for his subterfuge, and took a photograph 
of the police as a memento.” Daily Mail, Oct. 31/22. 


The incident and the portraits were reprinted all over the world ; 
in Montreal, New York, Ohio, Vancouver, Sydney, Singapore and in 
nunierous other cities. Everybody saw there was more behind the case 
than met the eye. 


Mr. ALBERT CLOSE’S PROTEST BEFORE THE ROYAL 
COMMISSION ON AWARDS TO INVENTORS, OCT. 30th, 1922. 


Hone. Ce arkin, »hsq:, 16 York Road, 
High Commissioner for Canada, Ilford, 
17 Victoria Street, London. 
London, S.W. Octal shal O22: 


Dear Sir :—My action yesterday before this Commission, so widely advertised 
in the Press to-day, is one which you cannot of course officially countenance. 
Still, I should like to send you a record of what did transpire. The Judge 
violated the Laws of Evidence in my case, and I in my turn violated Court 
etiquette, so we are even on this point. , 

I arrived at the doors of the Commission at 10.40 a.m., disguised in Van 
Dyck beard and moustache, pince-nez, silk hat, etc. I passed the police and 
attendants on watch and heard them remark :-— 

‘Mr. Close is not coming to-day, as he is always here before this.” 
I listened to them discussing my non-appearance for five minutes, from the next 
floor, as I was too early and was waiting. I passed in to the Commission Hall 
at 10.50 a.m. undetected, and when the Commission opened, at once rose and 
throwing off my disguise, addressed Mr. Justice Sargant, the Chairman, as 
follows :— 

“MR. CHAIRMAN:: As a Canadian, I challenge your 
Constitutional right to violate the English Laws of Evidence by 
refusing to call the Crown Witnesses for Cross Examination, as 
you did in my Case.’”’ The Judge was greatly startled and the 
attendants gasped ! 

Mr. JUSTICE SARGANT: “‘ Mr. Close, we are engaged on other 
important matters.”’ 
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MR. CLOSE: “So am I engaged on a most important matter, 
and so is the Empire.” 


Holding up a large O.H.M.S. envelope, I said :— 


“I charge you with faking the Minutes of Evidence ve my 
Case for the purpose of deceiving the Prime Minister of Canada, 
in July, 1921. Here are the Minutes signed by the Dover Patrol 
Witnesses who were in Court at the Hearing, Dec. 8th, 1919. These 
men will swear that these Minutes have been faked, for the purpose 
of concealing your illegal conduct. They are not a true record 
of the Hearing. Another Commission on May 9th, 1921, decided 
that you had violated the Laws of Evidence in my Case by refusing 
to call the Crown Witnesses for Cross Examination. 


“Here is a copy of the Minutes of Evidence and there is not 
a word of Cross Examination in them of those Officers whose 
Evidence was put in, except the brief Cross Examination of a 
Keeper of Documents. The sea-going Officers were not called, 
yet their statements went in as Evidence. You hide yourself 
behind a number of policemen and I cannot get at you in any 
other way, so I was obliged to disguise myself with a 10/6 
wig to get in this morning. It is men like you and Sir Warren 
Fisher, Sir George Barstow and the Treasury clique of Permanent 
Officials with you, who are breaking up the Empire. You robbed 
the dead Iord Kitchener and De Mole, the Australian, of their 
Tank honours, by refusing to allow Capt. Bentley, Kitchener’s 
Officer, to come to Court and give Evidence that Kitchener had 
the original Tank Oct. 1Sth, 1914, so Mr. Churchill could 
claim to be the originator two-and-a-half months later. Sir 
Gordon Hewart is in the House of Lords to-day for his share of 
the fraud in bringing that lie into this Court and placing it in the 
National Annals. 


“‘ This Royal Commission is the biggest fraud ever perpetrated 
on the Empire. The other Royal Commissions were a fraud on 
this country only, but this Commission is a fraud on the Empire. 
All great Dominion Invention Claims have been heard in secret, 
so Englishmen could claim their honours in public Hearings, as 
in the case of Pomeroy, the New Zealander, who invented the 
Anti-Zeppelin incendiary bullet, Aug. 27th, 1914. On July 
28th, you offered me a Hearing to apply for costs incurred through 
an improper Hearing if I would apply again. I did so in good 
faith. On Oct. 2nd you stipulated that it must be in secret. 
I refused it and do still.” 


Profiting by previous experiences with this Judge, I drowned his running 
fite of disconcerting remarks by steadily speaking right on. 


He slid down in his chair as if trying to hide himself from my machine-gun 
fire. I know it was rude, but I knew from previous experience that he would 
interrupt me again if I ceased fire for a moment. 


The Judge kept calling to the attendants to “‘ put Mr. Close out,’”’ and the 
Secretary rushed from the platform and excitedly snatched at my arm several 
times, exclaiming with each clutch, ‘“‘Come out!” ‘Come out!” “Come 
out!” TLinsisted that the police should be called, so that a charge could be made 
and met, and thus give me a chance of calling witnesses to ‘“ show cause.” 


The police were sent for and came and took me by the arm, and conducted 
me downstairs, at the same time expressing astonishment at my getting in. 


At the door they laughed heartily and wished me good luck, and requested 
me to put on the Van Dvck, etc., so they could see it. They laughed and laughed 
and laughed, and shook with laughter | 
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I expressed surprise at not being charged. They replied—‘‘ No, we are 
making no charge against you.’”’ Ioffered them £2 towards the Police Orphanage 
as a mark of respect for their sympathetic treatment. The Supt. declined it. 


He thought it might look to the public too much like a bribe. 


I have fought it to a finish, and if there is no honour left, I shall never 
find it if I go on one hundred years. ' But we may yet force an INQUIRY. 


I am deeply grateful to our High Commissioner in London, to Ex-Prime 
Minister Meighen and to the Great War Veterans of Canada for all their kind 
help, without which I should never have succeeded so far as I have. The public 
now know there is something being concealed or I should have been committed 
for Contempt of Court. I hope I have not abused confidence in any way. In 
any case the Dover Patrol urged Canada to do all possible. These men could 
not be frightened by the Admiralty, and have loyally stood by me from first to 
last. They tcok no notice of the Admiralty Warning as they saw what it meant. 


Yours truly, 
ALBERT CLOSE. 


P.S.—On Nov. 13th, 1923, at the Law Courts, Mr. Close repeatedly challenged the 
Appeal Court to commit him for Contempt of Court, so the facts could be 
investigated whilst the Dominion Prime Ministers were in England. 
When the Master of the Rolls referred the matter in the Law Courts to Lord 
Justice Sargant, he shook his head, ‘‘ NO! ”’ 


Mr. Close chained himself to the benches so that he could not be removed, 
before he had finished speaking. 


THE PRESS REPORTS. 


The Press Reports next day, after Mr. Close’s Protest in the Law Courts 
showed that the Treasury Press Agents had been busy. Not one mentioned 
the serious charges made. They spoke of the Master of the Rolls “looking up 
and smiling at Mr. Close!” He did nothing of the kind. He jumped as if 
shot, and Lord Justice Sargant was away from Court ill for eleven days after ! 
This was all kept very quiet by the Press. The Press was simply deceiving 
the nation, as usual. Similar standards of honour on the part of forefathers 
of these Treasury Officials lost the American Colonies in 1773 and nearly lost 
Canada in 1837. It is an open secret that there was a tremendous storm at the 
Imperial Conference over the conduct of Treasury and Invention Departments 
Permanant Officials. The English Press suppressed it. 


Mr. Close charged Lord Justice Sargant in the presence of two other Appeal 
Court judges, with having sat for four years at the head of the most rotten and 
corrupt Court since Lord Bacon’s days—a Court which had robbed Dominion 
Inventors of their inventions, and given the credit and awards to aristocratic 
Englishmen. 


THE LATEST WANGLE, FEBRUARY 27th, 1924. 


The Net Claims of Bullivant and Capt. Munro, R.N., had their dates of 
Hearing changed and cross-changed four times, from Ist Division to 2nd Division, 
and then back to lst Division, and finally again to the 2nd Division of the 
Commission, when the Claim was finally rushed through at express speed on 
February 27th, 1924. The purpose was to prevent any Patrol Skippers being 
present at the Hearing. The Secretary refused to state the date in advance 
so these Skippers could be present. It was on the Cause Lists for a year, but 
Capt. Munro’s name was suddenly sprung in at the last. 


Are British M.P.’s going to allow all the Dover and other Patrol Skippers 
to be robbed of all their Net Inventions after saving the Navy with their Nets 
of all kinds during days of danger ? 


The gallant Patrol Skippers who were praised to the heavens in the House 
of Commons during the days of peril are now abandoned and robbed of all their 
Net Inventions. SHAME ON BRITAIN ! 


42 THE EVIL GENIUS OF THE EMPIRE. 


If the British Parlianient does not boldly attack and impeach Mr. Winston 
Churchill and these corrupt Permanent Officials, who have engineered all this 
devilry for him and his friends, and put them clean out of British Political and 
Official life, the Dominions will have nothing to do with Imperial Defence 
Proposals. The Dominions regard Churchill as the Evil Genius of the Empire. 

Saviours of nations have never been made of * MR. FACING BOTH WAYS” 
and “MR. TWO TONGUES ” characters like Mr. Churchill. 

The News Agencies of Great Britian always carefully censor all news which 
may expose Mr. Churchill’s methods when a Cabinet Minister. It took five years 
to get the facts of the secret payment of £987 “‘expenses’”’ by the Treasury to 
De Mole for the Tank Invention, yet not one British newspaper published the 
disclosure made in the House of Ccmmons on May 6th, 1924. If De Mole was 
entitled to ‘‘expenses’’ he was also surely entitled to the chief credit for the 
originalinvention. His name, and not Churchill’s, should go down in the Nation’s 
Annals. The Barristers of the Country have long known that the Royal 
Commission was only a Treasury, Admiralty, War Office and Air Board tool for 
deceiving the Nation and Empire, but they dare not make a public protest, as 
it would imperil their whole future in the Courts. Some of them have warmly 
congratulated Mr. Close for doing what they dared not do. 

America is exposing her Oil Scandals. Britain niust expose her War 
Invention Scandals. If she does not, the Dominions will brand her Government 
Officials as Hypocrites for evermore. This sort of juggling is neither English 
nor any other type of honour—and British M.P.’S cannot escape responsibility 
by a cowardly silence. NOW IS THE TIME TO ACT. 


WARNING FROM ENGLAND. 


On July 28th, 1924, Mr. Close sent the following message in a 
Circular Letter to each British M.P., and to each Dominion Cabinet Minister. 
Dear Fellow Dominion Subjects, 

Mr. J. H. Thomas, Colonial Secretary, has invited the Donuinions 
to a Conference late in the year. 

As a. Canadian living in England, let me warn you of the utter 
futility of such a Conference, until the present Governinent has first purged 
the Civil Service of those Permanent Secretaries and other dishonest Officials 
of the old regime, who have caused Dominion Governments and High 
Commissioners so much trouble. 

The same old gang of abont ten Permanent Officials who ruined and 
brought the old political Parties into contempt, still rule this old country, 
and the Labour Party is helpless in their hands. 

Take the concrete cases of the six great Doniinion War Inventions 
stolen by British Officials and Officers from the sons of the Dominions. 
The Answers in Parliament are the same old phrases, evasions and lies as 
before. The same old official liar prepares the answers and Mr. Wm. Graham 
and other Labour Ministers blindly sign them. 

On May 6th, 1924, Mr. Graham stated ‘‘ No new Evidence justifying 
a Re-Hearing of Mr. Close’s Submarine Net Claim had been submitted ’’! 

He also stated that the Patent Office Expert, Sir Temple Frank, was 
present at the Hearing of Mr. Close’s Claim. That is a Treasury falsehood. 
He was not present. Pernianent Officials only let the Labour Ministers 
see what they want them to see, just as Mr. Justice Sargant treated the 
Members of the Royal Commission during his shan. Hearings. 

The new Evidence by Dover Patrol Experts that Admiral Wilson’s 
rival claim as inventor HAS BEEN FOUND TO BE SO FRAUDULENT THAT IT WAS 
CUT OUT OF THE OFFICIAL MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, ts surely new evidence ! 
Dover Patrol Net experts have notified the Canadian Government that 
Admiral Wilson’s claim as inventor and the Evidence produced was a fraud 
on both the Royal Commission and Mr. Close! This is the reason why the 
Judge refused to allow Admiral Wilson to be cross-examined. The Judge 
was in league with the Treasury and Admiralty. He has since been 
promoted to be a Lord in the Appeal Court. 


TREASURY DIGNITY, OR HYPOCRISY? A3 


If Mr. Graham will produce for inspection by Canadian Government 
Experts (as an act of grace) a copy of Admiral Wilson’s Evidence of 
anticipation of the Electric Net Zareba, as given before the Royal Commission 
the Dover Patrol Net Experts will demonstrate its fraudulent character, 
and show what a tool and fool these Treasury Permanent Officials have made 
of Mr. Graham. 


These blind Officials are creating in the Dominions au atmosphere 
as perilous as Grenville’s and Lord North’s folly produced in 1765-74. 
History is repeating itself. Look at the bad feeling in all the Dominions ! 


Who but a set of fools could have had the effrontery to supply a copy 
of Minutes of Evidence for a Doininion Prime Minister’s use in a disputed 
Claim and leave out the rival Admiral claimant’s challenged Evidence ! 
Who but a gang of knaves and fools would for three years continue to conceal 
this evidence ?. We have heard a great deal about piercing the thick skull 
of German mentality. What about piercing the thick skulls and mentality 
of Official Whitehall? A ‘‘tea party’’ in Boston pierced Whitehall’s 
mentality in Dec., 1773, when too late. These Officials have destroyed all 
thought of sharing the cost of Imperial Defence by the Dominions. The 
World tour of the Fleet has been a failure. 


QUESTIONS REJECTED BY PERMANENT 
OFFICIALS IN THE IMPERIAL PARLIAMENT, 


July 12th, 1924. 
MR. ALBERT CLOSE’S ELECTRIC SUBMARINE NET 
INVENTION. 


Sir F. Wise, M. P. for Ilford (Mr. Close’s English place of residence) 
on July 12th, 1924, submitted the following Guestions in the Imperial 
Parliament, with instructions to get an Answer or a Refusal. A copy was 
sent to'the Prime Minister of Canada, stating that the Replies would follow 
as soon as published in Hansard. Every question was rejected except No. 
7 and that one was mutilated—BY PERMANENT OFFICIALS. 


1. Did the Dover Patrol Skippers in their Petition (to the King) 
for a Re-Hearing, which was referred to the Treasury on Nov. 17th, 1920, 
offer to produce the new evidence of Drifter Flagship Skipper Peake and 
Skipper Wright, the two Net experts who put the’first experimental electric 
net in the sea for Admiral Wilson in March, 1915, at Portsmouth ? No Ans. 


2. What does the Treasury mean by “new evidence ”’ if the fresh 
re-butting Evidence of these two experts, supported by 3,000 Skippers from 
every British Naval: Base, is not considered such ?* No Ans. 


*If the Dover Patrol experts are prepared to prove Admiral 
Wilson's Evidence was a fraud, is that not fresh Evidence? These Patrol 
Skippers will send Witnesses from 10 Naval Bases. 


3. Did the Chairman of the Royal Commission refuse to allow 
Admiral Wilson to be called for cross-examination at the Hearing, yet 
admitted his evidence as a rival claimant of the invention ? {No Ans. 

4. Did another Royal Commission Chairman on May 9th, 1921, at 
Martlett House, Bow Street (when the Admiralty Counsel cited Mr. Close’s 
case as a precedent) decide that this was a violation of the English Law of 
Evidence ? No Ans, 

5. Have Dominion born British Subjects the same coustitutional 
riyht as British born to cross-examine Crown evidence given in Cc urt against 
their claims ? (This right was refused Mr. Close, Dec. 8th, 1919). No Ans. 

+This corrupt judge so manipulated the Evidence that notasingle question 
was asked by any member of the Commission during the whole Hearing ! 
The Minutes confirm tis. 
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6. Did the Treasury cut out Admiral Wilson’s Statement from the 
Minutes of Evidence of the case supplied on July 4th, 1921, during the visit 
of the Canadian Prime Minister Meighen to this country at the 1921 Imperial 
Conference ? If so, why was this evidence kept from his eyes, seeing this 
is the very evidence the Dover Patrol experts challenge in their Petition 
as fraudulent. No Ans. (Being a iawyer Mr. Meighen wou'd have detected 
the fraud, so it was cut cut). 


7. Why does the Treasury differentiate between the ‘‘ out of pocket 
expenses ’’ of Mr. Close, the Canadian, and the ‘‘ out of pocket ’’ expenses 
of Mr. De Mole, the Australian, who was paid £987. 0. 0., yet his claim was 
dismissed ? The Admiralty letters state Mr. Close’s basic invention was also 
most ingentous.* 

This question was the only one answered and that was a shuffle. 

*The part in italics was cut out. A Treasury trick to discount 
Mr. Close’s account. This trick has been a regular practice. 

8. Has Mr. Close sent the Treasury evidence that the two Prime 
Ministers of Canada, pressed by the Great War Veterans of Canada, have 
supported the Dover Patrol Petition for a Re-Hearing so far as Constitutional 
etiquette will permit them ? No Ans. 

I, Albert Close, challenge Mr. Wm. Graham, as a Treasury Official, 
to produce Admiral Wilson’s missing Evidence for inspection, and the Dover 
Patrol Experts will prove that the Civil Service Permanent Officials rule 
Britain and not the Labour Party. These Officials only let the Labour 
Ministers see what they want them to see and know. 

If, as the result of Dominion agitation the Treasury and Royal 
Commission are forced to disclose this Evidence, the Permanent Officials of 
three Govt. Depts. will all come down in a heap with Lord Justice Sargant 
in the midst, all branded as OFFICIAL LIARS. 

If this Dominion Conference takes place, it might be well to enquire 
why Robt. Young, M.P., Deputy Speaker of the Imperial Parliament, sat 
for four years on that Royal Commission, and never once protested against 
all this Goyt. devilrv. Trade Unions repeatedly protested against his 
silence. The Permanent Officials of course think that he is a fine “‘ Labour ”’ 
M.P. He has never caused the Commission or Govt. Depts. an anxious 
moment, Fellow Dominion Representatives—Ii this Conference takes place 
will you plead our cases and insist on our Constitutional right to cross- 
exanuine our rival claimants Evidence in Court. Some of us have been put 
to over £1000 costs fighting our cases before a packed Commission acting 
on the old English maxim that only members of aristocratic families must 
have any credit for distinguished Services or great inventions. 600 M.P.’s 
remain silent! Where is the much boasted fair play, or fighting in the open ? 


ALBERT CLOSE. 


A Report by the Royal Commission in Jan., 1920, tries to mislead the 
public that nearly all the trouble with inventors is due to the less 
educated classes claiming for VAGUE AND CRUDE IDEAS. The 
Secretary sent out through the Press a long article headed 
“WAR INVENTIONS—VAGUE AND CRUDE IDEAS.” 

The Government Departments filled the Press of the land with the 
“vague and crude idea” red herring, and suppressed the Dover Patrol 
Petition charges. 

The Report conceals the fact that this same Judge was the Judge in 
the High Court when the Hale Patents Case was decided. That 
decision destroyed the value ‘of the Inventions Board guarantees.— 
See “Morning Post,” July 23rd, 1920. 

It will block scores of claimants from reaching the Commission 
and enable the Treasury to escape paying its honest debts. 60,000 
Fishermen saved the Navy with their Nets, which they undoubtedly 
invented. Every Claim has been thrown out by the Commission ! 
Is this impartial ? Is it common sense ? 
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In an attempt to force a public INQUIRY into the methods of the 
Royal Comniission on Awards, Mr. Close committed Contempt of Court on 
five different occasions, viz. :—July 24/22, Oct. 9/22, Oct. 30/22, July 2/23, 
and on Novy. 13/23 at the Law Courts. The Judge bowed down under the 
charges and never attempted to commit Mr. Close. He knew that to do so, 
would disclose one of the greatest Civil Service conspiracies since Lord Bacon’s 
conviction as a dishonest Lord Chancellor. The English Civil Service is 
rotten to the core with corruption and collusion. All lawyers know this is a 
fact. All the boasting about the purity of the British Courts and Bench, 
emanates from the speeches at the Law Society’s Dinners and at other legal 
functions. 

It is what they say about themselves! If it were not so, the other 
Judges would refuse to sit on the Bench with Lord Justice Sargant. Lord 
Bacon, in 1615, was able to manipulate three out of four Judges, but one 
honest Judge named Coke refused to be seduced, and Bacon was caught 
and convicted six years after! The whitewashing of all culprits by the 
many Inquiry Commissions since the Great War, clearly indicates that Judges 
are being manipulated to-day. No doubt, as in Bacon’s day, there are 
many Judges to-day who cannot be seduced by the Treasury Officials planting 
the ladder of promotion in front of them. It seems more than likely that 
the men who are known as the ‘“‘ Die Hards’’ of the Conservative Party 
represent this body. These men have certainly fought hard against including 
in the Cabinet men of the Churchill group. It took six years to expose 
Lord Bacon’s method of manipulating the Courts, and to bring him to bbok— 
from 1615 to 1621 A.D. It may take more than six years to bring Lord 
Justice Sargant and the present day guilty British Govt. Dept. Officials to 
book. But it will be done, if it be true that history repeats itself. This 
sort of juggling by Government Depts. will end in either the Vicious Circle 
in the English Civil Service being broken, or in the breaking up of the Empire. 
It can’t go on indefinitely. 


FURTHER EVIDENCE OF COLLUSION AND TRICKERY. 

As the foregoing strong statements and charges may seem incredible 
to patriotic unsophisticated men and women, and even to many who think 
themselves “‘ men of the world,” it has been thought a wise course to publish, 
in conclusion, further copies of some Reports and Official Documents, placed 
alongside of Statements made by Judges and Treasury Counsel in Court. 

The first is Mr. Close’s Report to the Canadian High Commissioner 
on Nov. 14th, 1923. 

The second concerns Mr. Close’s application to Mr. Justice Tomlin, 
at the Law Courts on Oct. 20/24, and the amazing sequel. 


REPORT TO THE CANADIAN HIGH COMMISSIONER. 


Tae tein eee warkin : 16 York Road, 
High Commissioner for Canada, Iford, 
Pall Mall, London. 
London. Nov. 14th, 1923. 
Dear Sir: 


MR. ALBERT CLOSE’S PROTEST IN THE LAW COURTS, LONDON. 

I know you cannot officially countenance my action in the Law Courts 
yesterday, which has been so widely reported in to-day’s Press, but as a 
Canadian, I feel I ought to send you an independent report of what did take 
lace. 
2 First, as you are aware, six of the greatest Inventions of the Great 
War came from Dominion Inventors, and not one has been adequately 
recognized, viz.:—The Six are, The Tank, Australia; Anti-Zepp Bullet 
and Bomb Discharger Cup, New Zealand ; Spiral Spring Tent Pole, South 
Africa ; Anti-Submarine Electric Net and Towed Directional Hydrophone, 
Canada. Mr. Justice Sargant, as Chairman of the Royal Commission on 
Awards, has carefully screened Mr. Winston Churchill, Admiral Wilson and 
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other Invention Pirates from Cross-Examination, and given them the credit 
for these Dominion Inventions. He made his own Laws of Evidence, and 
ignored the English Laws. 

All Constitutional avenues have been tried in an endeavour to get 
a fair re-Hearing, but Treasury Permanent Officials have thwarted us at 
every turn, so I determined to force the issue by committing Contempt of 
Court. 

On Tuesday morning, I went and explored the Court Room of the 
Appeal Court, and at 2 p.m. came back and fastened a chain to the seat, 
so that I could not be rushed out before I had finished. Royal Commission 
Officials had instructions to rush me out without waiting for orders from the 
Judge. See page 38. 

MR. CLOSEH’S PROTEST IN THE NAME OF THE DOMINIONS. 


At 2.10 p.m. yesterday, when the Court assembled, and the three 
Judges had taken their seats, I at once rose, and addressing the Master of the 
Rolls, said :— 

“My Lord, I am Mr. Close, a Canadian Inventor. In the name 
of the Dominions I protest against Mr. Justice Sargant being promoted 
to this Court. Six of the greatest Inventions of the Great War came 
from the Dominions, yet this Judge, as Chairman of the Royal Commission 
on War Inventions, has rejected all our claims, and given the credit 
and awards to aristocratic English Officers and Officials.” 

THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS jumped when he heard my 
voice as if shot, and then recovering himself, replied : “‘ You must not 
interrupt the Court.”’ 


MR. CLOSE: ‘‘I have come here to commit Contempt of Court, 
as it is the only way left open to me to draw the attention of the British 
Public to the scandalous fact that the Dominion Inventors have been 
robbed of all their Inventions by Mr. Justice Sargant and the Treasury 
Permanent Officials.’’ 

THE MASTER OF ROLLS: “ Yes; I know, as Twas in Court 
when you did it before.”’ 

MR. CLOSE: ‘‘Then why don’t you commit me for Contempt, 
so we can thrash the whole question out whilst the Dominion Prime 
Ministers are here? This Judge has been for four years at the head 
of the most corrupt Commission since Lord Bacon’s day. Great Britain 
is asking the Dominions to share the burden of Imperial Defence, yet 
the British Treasury Permanent Officials and Officers have robbed the 
Sons of the Dominions of their War Inventions. If Britain does not 
fire out these dishonest Permanent Officials and Judges, they will break 
up the Empire.” 

THE MASTER OF ROLLS: ‘‘ You have made your protest, 
and you should now leave the Court.” 

MR. CLOSE: ‘Then you dare not commit me for Contempt, 
as you know very well that the whole scandal will come out, once I call 
witnesses and ‘show cause.’ I want the British Public to know that 
the Prime Minister of Canada has drawn the attention of his colleagues 
at the Imperial Conference, to the strange fact that all these Dominion 
Claims have been lost before this Judge. Come on, commit me and we 
will have it out now.”’ 

The Master of the Rolls (Sir Ernest Pollock) looked across to 
Lord Justice Sargant, apparently for the cue. He signified that he was 
not prepared to risk this course. 

MASTER OF ROLLS: “ There are other ways of dealing with the 
question.,”’ 

MR. CLOSE: ‘Then you dare not commit me. This is a fine 
thing in a High Court.” 
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By this time the Court was in a hubbub. Attendants, Officials, and 
Barristers in their wigs and gowns, all rushed upstairs to watch the Attendants 
getting my chain unfastened. They stood about three deep around the 
doorway, and gazed in amazement on the scene. At last they managed to 
unscrew the chain, and I walked out with them. Again the Authorities 
and Judges took no action ! 

Had an Appeal to the Throne been worth what we are led in Canada 
to believe it is, this scandal would have been exposed at the outset. These 
Cases have been the whole time in the hands of one corrupt ring of Civil 
Service Permanent Officials, pushing it round and round the Vicious Circle. 

VYours* truly, 
ALBERT CLOSE. 


THE VICIOUS CIRCLE: HISTORY REPEATS ITSELF. 


This protest caused a tremendous sensation in legal circles, and the 
incident was cabled all over the world. Everyone saw there was more behind 
the case than met the eye. The Press Reports were carefully edited and 
distorted in an endeavour to make Mr. Close look ridiculous. All reference 
to the D»minion Prime Ministers supporting Mr. Close, or to the serious charges 
made, were carefully suppressed. See Page 41. 

Lord Justice Sargant was away from Court ill for eleven days after. 
All this was kept out of the Press. The News Distributing Agencies and 
the Churchill Civil Service group are all in one vast ring. ‘That ring in its 
ramifications and evil influence, is as powerful as the Jesuits any day, 
and nearly as subtle. For this reason, no British M.P. can be persuaded 
to attack the group. Look how the facts ve the Tanks, Paravane and 
Submarine Nets Cases have been manipulated by the Press! The news 
is all coloured before it reaches Fleet Street and the world, and deceives the 
whole Empire. Our forefathers had all this 300 years ago, but there came 
a day when the cup of iniquity was full, and the cup overflowed in the wrath 
of the people, and a commoner went down to the House one day and turned 
the ring out, neck and crop! 

No one particular Party is better than the others when they get in 
office. Mr. J.H. Thomas, M.P., and Mr. William Graham, M.P., when they got 
into office in the Labour Govt., immediately began writing letters and making 
speeches, praising the honesty of the very villains they were expected to 
expose ! See page 43, re Mr. Graham and the Royal Commission. 

THE FINAL COURT SCENE, NOV. 13/24. 

On Nov. 13/24, Mr. Close applied to Mr. Justice Tomlin, the new 
Chairman of the Royal Commission, for an order to the Treasury to supply 
a complete copy of the Minutes of Evidence given at the Hearing of his Claim, 
IB Yes Fey Es 

THE CABLE MESSAGE TO CANADA. 


The following is the Press account as sent out by the Press Association, 
and cabled by John MacCormac to Canada. 


MONTREAL INVENTOR AGAIN CREATES 
SCENE. 


Demands Copy of Evidence Given Previously in British Court. 


SAID COPY OF MINUTES WAS A FAKE. 
FROM JOHN MACCORMAC. 
Special Cable to The Mail and Empire and Montreal Gazette. 
(Copyright). 

‘“‘Tondon, Oct. 20.—Albert Close, the Montreal inventor, who has 
made several unsuccessful attempts to have his claim to the invention 
of the Submarine Net officially recognized, even going to the length, 
at one time, of wearing a false moustache and spectacles to smuggle 
his way into a hostile court, created another scene to-day at the 
meeting of the Royal. Commission on Awards to Inventors. 
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As proceedings were opened, he rose and announced to Mr. Justice 
Tomlin, the Chairman, that he was the inventor of the Submarine Net, 
that his case was coming before the Canadian Parliament, and that 
he would like a complete copy of the evidence as given when his case 
was originally heard. 

‘T have been supplied with a copy which is a fake from beginning 
to end,’ he said. 

Mr. Justice Tomlin: “‘ It is lamentable that a man of intelligence 
should allow himself to make such statements ; in this country we do 
not allow it.’ 

Close said his rival’s evidence was entirely missing from the 
statement he had received. It had been stated that Admiral Wilson 
had anticipated his invention. 

Mr. Moritz, who was Crown counsel when the case was then 
heard, interjected that he was not aware that a rival claim had been 
made. It was, however, pointed out that Admiral Wilson’s report 
on fleet manceuvres had contained reference to a similar invention before 
the War. He understood that Close’s complaint was that he was not called. 

Mr. Justice Tomlin replied that Close would have an opportunity 
to compare his copy of the statements made with the official notes of the 
hearing of the case. The Montreal inventor would not rest content 
with this, however, and his parting shot was that he had two Prime 
Ministers on his side.’’—Mail and Empire, Oct. 21/24. 

This Cable is a fair specimen of doped news as sent out where the 
Civil Service is concerned. There is not a word about Mr. Close proving 
to the Judge that the Minutes of Evidence had been faked. Not a word 
about the Judge’s embarrassment on taking the copy in his hand, and finding 
Admiral Wilson’s Evidence cut out. Not a word about Mr. Justice Sargant 
violating the English Laws of Evidence, and Mr. Close proving that he had 
done so. Not a word about Admiral Wilson’s being the only name on the 
Admiralty Counter Claim as a rival, in spite of Mr. Moritz’s denial. Not 
a word about Mr. Moritz’s wriggling and twisting. Everything to try and 
make it appear that Mr. Close had an “ obsession’ in his mind. That is a 
favourite Civil Service trick to escape an Inquiry. These are the English 
‘gentlemen ’’ we hear so much about at public dinners and wine banquets, 
‘men who love fair play.”” Away withit! It is all a sham and a veneer, 
which covers a vast sink of hypocrisy. It is true there is a section cf the 
British nation which is above and abhors all this, but these are not the men, 
and the Dominions are beginning to find it out, and refuse all titles and 
honours from such men. 

THE FINAL RESULT. ; 

On leaving the Court, Mr. Close at once wrote to the Secretary of the 
Royal Commission, requesting an appointment to compare the Minutes 
of Evidence supplied by the Treasury for Prime Minister Meighen’s use, 
with the Official Shorthand Notes. 

The Secretary replied that the Commission never did have the 
Shorthand Notes of the Evidence, and referred him to a firm of Shorthand 
Writers. This firm replied that they did not take down Admiral Wilson’s 
Evidence at the Hearing ! 

This, in plain English, means that the Treasury, Admiralty and Royal 
Commission, have conspired together to defeat the ends of justice. They 
have put this Evidence out of the way, because it was a fraud. This is the 
way they cover up their tracks. ; 

LATEST STOP PRESS, Jan. 1st, 1925. 

On Jan. ist, 1925, the Admiralty advised -Mr. Close that he could 
inspect a copy of Admiral Wilson’s Evidence, at the Admiralty. Extracts 
were also enclosed in the letter. On reading the Evidence it confirmed the 
charges made by the Dover Patrol Expert Witnesses at the close of the 
Hearing on Dec. 8/19. The Admiralty had palmed off on the Commission 
an invention which had nothing to do with an Electric Net Zareba. Cross 
Examination of Admiral Wilson at the Hearing would have exposed this, 
hence the Judge’s refusal to call him. 

Mr. Close is now more determined than ever to have a fair Re-Hearing, 
when expert Witnesses will strip this monstrous fraud bare before an 
impartial Court. 


THE ADMIRALTY COUNTER CLAIM. AQ 


_ Mr. Close then wrote the following letter to Mr. Justice Tomlin, 
Chairman of the Royal Commission. 


Mr. Justice Tomlin, 16 York Road, 
Chairman of Royal Commission on Ilford, 
Awards to Inventors, Essex. 
5 and 6 Clement’s Inn, 3rd Nov., 1924. 
Strand, W.C.2. 
Dear Sir, 


ADMIRAL WILSON’S EVIDENCE PUT OUT OF THE WAY. 


‘* Messrs. Marten, Meredith & Co., to whom your Secy. 
referred me for the Shorthand Notes, have informed me by 
letter to-day, that they have no record of Admiral Wilson’s 


Evidence. 
PHOTOGRAPH Form 4. 

OF n 

ADMIRALTY COUNTER CLAIM. c 

Royal Commission on Awards to Inventors. Para 

Answer by Department to claim mum DeP.....9 5 J... neenccesnntnenesnenneneneit en Sic 

vy 9 
Ole ee Mr.,-ALbert--CLose, i A dies Gee hts UA Og Rh RR rea eRe ey ira ME on e catty 
in respect Oe eum gap aA gee &..method. of using. Pe 
herring Drifter nets with an insulated live wire asa Qe 
means of protecting ships at anchor from Submerine SNS 
attack. Bs que 
1.* Whether validity of aH or’ some and fe 

which of the patents in question is. 3 

admitted. No such arrangement was ever 2 

used by the Admiralty. CIT 
Coarse hemp nets and LRO 
indicator buoys were used by Sir Arthur Wilson in 94S 
the manoeuvres of 1905 and a wire net hed already been %te 
made and was being used ae ey, at the ean 1 Se 
of war, and was subsequently developed and employed ES 
on Service to a considerable extent, . anor 
Pra 
On October 20/24 M"Moritz| Signed tek 

denied in Court that Ad! Wilson LN 


was a rival claimant. 
Yet the missing Evidence 
ut in at the Hearing was in 
his name. His Evidence was 


a fraud, as his net was nof : : 

an Electric Net, nor anything TFA DMEWILSON WAS NOT A RIVAL 

like M" Close's. see Zeren Patro/, CAA IMA WT, WHOWAS a) OTHER 
ad a pes he a Dae CHMMres Teel ie 


Shippers’ Staterrenty. 
Note.—The above are the main heads under whic 
A Department may, however, find it desirable to furnish some fuller or more detailed statement of ite 
answer to the Applicant’s claim. In such cases the answer need not necessarily be in the precise form 


indicated above, but should give separate and distinct information as to the matters mentioned there. 


Official Designation...CPE..2.. 


seceetenepeccccceeeresssereennsesseneseseres eee Meese eee eee ean eeen ee 


Note Admiral Wilson’s namo in this photograph of the Admiralty Counter Claim, 
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Ho 


TREASURY MANIPULATES COURTS. 


As the established practice in the Law Courts, as you 
well know, is to take down the Evidence of both sides, this 
demonstrates conclusively that there is a deep-laid conspiracy 
between the Treasury, Govt. Depts. and Royal Commission, 
to destroy all Evidence of trickery, and credit a few aristocratic 
Englishmen with all the great War Inventions. 


The Press Reporters published in various newspapers, 
details of Admiral Wilson’s Report as given at Court, so the 
omission by the Official reporters, contrary to Court practice, 
indicates guilty collusion between the Govt. Depts. concerned, 
and the Royal Commission.* 


Why did the Treasury print, at Public Expense, the 
Minutes of Evidence of both sides in the Paravane and Tank 
cases? Why? so that the names of two _ aristocratic 
Englishmen—Winston Churchill and Commander Burney 
should go down in the annals of the Empire as the originators 
of two great inventions, which they shamelessly stole from 
other men who have since been refused a public Hearing. 


Mr. Hemmerde, K.€., in the House of Commons on 
Mar. 1 /23, said :-— 
‘ Everybody knows that the Courts of Law in this country are honey- 
combed with collusion. If you are a wealthy man you can get 
roundthem. If youarenot wealthy and make any mistake............ you 
may be prosecuted for conspiracy.,—Hansard, March 1/23. 


That statement is from a K.C. who knows, not from 
a man of no intelligence, as you seem to imagine Mr. Close 
is when he makes the same charges. 


Of course, I know all this is a waste of words, as you, 
as a High Court Judge, must defend your colleagues, or perish 
yourself. You must now know that Admiral Wilson’s 
Evidence was deliberately left out of the Minutes for the definite 
purpose of concealing all trace of the Treasury’s and Admiralty’s 
fraud. 

Lord Bacon once said: ‘ A lie only postpones judgment.’ 
Britain will find this will come true in these Inventions, and 
other Treasury frauds on the Dominions, within a very few 
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years’ time. My brief charges and your remarks were cabled 
to America on Oct. 20th, and were published all over Canada. 
This will bear fruit in the future. 


Will you kindly reply to my two previous letters, 
requesting you to deal with Mr. Moritz, Admiralty Counsel, 
for standing up in Court and denying that Admiral Wilson 
was a rival Claimant, in the face of the Admiralty Counter 
Claim, which names him and no one else. I will produce 
this Counter Claim. Will you, as evidence of the good faith 
of the Royal Commission, request the Admiralty to supply 
a copy of this missing Evidence ? 


I do not mean this letter to be offensive. It is straight 
and does not mince matters. The Canadian race never has 
minced matters when dealing with British Officialdom. We 
believe that character is a greater measure of men than titles. 


THE TREASURY AND COMMISSION CAUGHT FAKING. 


On critically comparing my Statement used at the Hearing 
with the copy of Minutes supplied by the Treasury, the mistakes 
in spelling, nicknames, etc., have been copied by the typist 
exactly as in my copy. Where my copy is spelt incorrectly, 
the Minutes are incorrect, where the same words elsewhere 
are spelt correctly, the Minutes spell them correctly. This 

' proves that the Minutes were copied wholesale from my 
Statement, and not from Shorthand notes, in certain vital 
paragraphs. This is how map-makers catch pirates ! Pirates 
always copy mistakes in spelling unwittingly ! * ”’ 


Yours truly, 


ALBERT CLOSE. 


P.S. I am sending a copy of this letter to the Prime Minister of 
Canada, through the High Commissioner. 


*After the Hearing on Dec. 8/19, the Secy. borrowed Mr. Close’s Statement of his Case. 
By copying from this Statement, the narrative in the Minutes flowed like a river. There was no 
trace of the Judge’s frequent cynical and uncalled-for interruptions which had taken place, and 
which broke up the continuity of thestory. The Suppressed Admiralty Letters were also copied 
from this borrowed Statement—a complete copy of which had no doubt been typed whilst in the 
Commission’s hands in Dec., 1919. 
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OTHER CLAIMS HUSHED UP BY THE SAME JUDGE. 


There are many other Claims which have been hushed up in 
a scandalous manner. Where are all the Awards to Inventions Board 
Claimants? These men were urged to trust the Inventions Boards, 
and not waste valuable time on Patents! 

The Steel Wire Submarine Net was invented by a Yarmouth 
Skipper. No recognition or award. ‘This claim was heard in secret 
and hushed up. He is Chief Skipper W. J. E. Green. 

Admiral Wilson used 12 in. rope nets in his experiments off 
Shipwash in October, 1914. Where was his wire net he claims to 
have invented before the war? It never existed! Where was 
his 12 foot mesh net he claims to have used in 1905? Why use 
Tripp’s 12 in. net in 1914, if he had invented a 12 foot one in 1905 ? 

Two Lossiemouth Skippers suggested the glass cod-net buoys 
for the Submarine Nets (Skippers McKenzie and Souter). No recog- 
nition or award. 

Another Lossiemouth Skipper drew the original plan for the 
Moored Mine Nets when at Harwich. . He copied it from the Moored 
Cod Nets used on the Moray Firth. He has received no recognition 
whatever or award—Skipper Wm. Stewart. 

Admiral Wilson and other Officers in the Navy claimed 
the whole of these from men who should have both the honours and 
the money awards. 

Pomeroy, the New Zealander, who killed the Zeppelin with 
his incendiary bullet, received half an inch of Press report, and that at 
the foot of the page. This Hearing was in secret, as the facts were 
so dishonourable. The Admiralty, Treasury and Royal Commission, 
had conspired together to give Commander Brock the public credit. 
His was a public Hearing, Pomeroy’s was secret, so the public should 
never hear of him. A good way to offend and lose the Dominions. 

Heane, a poor engineer, who invented the Synchronizing Firing 
Gear had his Case hushed up at a Secret Hearing on July 23rd, 1920. 
The Air Board had destroyed his drawings, and this Judge refused a 
public hearing. 

Of over 1,800 Claims sent in by Inventors, only about 400 have 
been heard in public. In a few cases secrecy was no doubt necessary, 
but in most cases the facts are so disgraceful that the Hearings 
have been in secret, and on odd days of the week, and all 
information as to the dates of Hearings refused to enquirers, hy the 
Secretary of the Royal Commission. 

The manner in which Lord Justice Sargant and his Secretary 
have hushed up these and many other claims would disgrace a dishonest 
and bankrupt little South American Republic. These two Govern- 
ment Officials are screening guilty and dishonesc Government 
Departments, and preventing Claims, Witnesses and Evidence from 
reaching the Court. 

The Commission, as a body, cannot be blamed for what they are 
not allowed to hear. They have rendered the LabourRepresentative 
(Robt. Young, M.P.), on the Commission, impotent. He knows the 
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Mr. CLOSE’S CHARGES AGAINST THE TREASURY, Ete. 
Inventions Boards have pirated all valuable inventions yet sits there 
silent. The Secret Hearings are before the Judge and his Secretary 
only, yet the Royal Warrant calls for not less than three Commissioners. 

I charge this Judge, Iord Justice Sargant, and the Permanent 
Officials of the Treasury, the Admiralty, the Air Board, the War 
Office and Ministry of Munitions, with conspiring together to defraud 
poor inventors of the awards and honours due to them, and with 
giving all the Chief Awards to High Officers, Officials, their sons, and 
their friends. 

I charge Lord Justice Sargant with the most wicked class 
discrimination. He refused to allow me to read Admiral Bacon’s 
Statements, yet at the Hearing of the Burney Claim on Oct. 
7/20, he allowed Admiral Jellicoe’s Statements from his book to be 
read as evidence. See Zimes, October 8th, 1920. 

This Judge ruled that my two periods of 18 days, and 17 
weeks respectively, were too short for Admiralty adoption of an 
invention. 

At the Hearing of the McTaggart Scott submarine claim on 
October 18th, it was proved the Admiralty adopted the invention 
within 5 days! Times, October 19th, 1920. 

The Secretary of the Royal Commission indignantly denied to 
me (in 1919) that Commander Burney had received £30,000 for the 
Paravane. He has received £265,000 from Vickers, Ltd. ! Times, 
October 8th-12th, 1920. ‘The Press had been full of pitiful stories, 
that he had received nothing!! Why should Commander Burney be 
allowed to use his position and experiments in the Navy to his own 
great profit, and skippers like Green and others be told it was their 
duty to suggest and carry out the net experiments without 
recognition or award? Is this fair or “ playing the game”? Not 
a fisherman inventor has had an Award, yet they taught the Navy 
all about net methods. | 

The basic Paravane was invented by Chas. Law four months 
ahead of Burney. Law’s date is Feb. 18/15, Burney’s, June 1/15. 

I charge Admiral Sir A. K. Wilson, V.C., with stealing my 
Electric Drift Net Invention. He did not understand Nets in 1914-15. 

I charge the Admiralty with producing false, misleading and 
“ Sleight of hand’”’ evidence at the Hearing on December 8th, 1919. 

I charge Lord Justice Sargant with shutting his eyes to the fact. 

I charge the Admiralty, on the authority of the late Lord 
Fisher, with faking their Documents.—Times, September 13th, 1919. 
And also on the authority of Mr. Justice Lawrence, when the faked 
Documents were produced by the Admiralty in the Marconi Case.— 
Times, July 16th, 1919. ‘“ Proof” of anticipation ! 

Does any man in his senses believe that three or four Admirals and 
their sons invented the Anti-Submarine appliances in the first few months of the 
War? They had never invented anything of importance before the War, and 
were utterly unprepared! They never did. They picked the brains of men who 
trusted the honour of the Inventions Boards. These men have lost everything. 
They have lost all their costs as well. 
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THE EMPIRE. 

I charge the Government Departments with stopping the 
Times, Glasgow Herald, and other great papers, which circulate 
amongst Officers, on the night of December 8th, 1919, and cutting out 
the Report of the Hearing of the Electric Submarine Net Claim ! 
First Edition has the Report. The Second cut it out. See p. 19, 
Times, December 9th, 1919, also Glasgow Herald, Scotsman, &c. A 
London sub-editor informed me the Press was advised in the night. 
He stated that the stoppage caused great discussion amongst their 
night staff. The delusion that Admiral Wilson invented the Electric 
Net was not to be exploded. ; 

A PRECEDENT.—A DISHONEST LORD CHANCELLOR. 

Lord Bacon, a Lord Chancellor of England, was found guilty 
of abusing his high office, and at the close of his life was fined £40,000 
for his dishonesty. High Office and Knighthood is no guarantee of 
honesty! I charge a lesser than Lord Bacon—Lord Justice Sargant— 
with abusing his position and hushing up our claims. He may not 
be doing it for money, but there can be little doubt that such 
conduct leads to high honours. He enabled the Treasury to escape 
from its obligations. He was formerly a Treasury Junior Counsel. 
A Treasury man! Latest: In Oct., 1923, he was promoted to the 
Court of Appeal. Yet he never took silk! Mr. Close went to the Law 
Courts and protested against such an insult to Dominion Inventors. 

NOT A QUESTION OF MONEY, BUT OF FAIR PLAY. 

Finally, I am not after money—not after the way I have been 
treated. They can give that to the officers who have had the secret 
awards. I merely ask that these Skippers be allowed to give their 
evidence in open Court, so that I can send the facts to my own Govern- 
ment in Canada. I want their help in getting a re-hearing. 

These dishonest Permanent Officials, Judges, Admiralty and 
Civil Service Officials will break up the Empire if allowed to go on 
as they are doing. ‘They have treated some great Australian, New 
Zealand and Canadian inventors scandalously. 

Nissen, the Canadian Tommy, returned the Treasury's cheque 
for {500 as an insult and a tip! His actual agreed Royalty was 
£100,000. The War Cabinet awarded him £25,000 later, when he 
protested. ‘he knaves who offered him £500 are still no doubt at 
the Treasury. 

I challenge this Judge, and the Government Departments, 
to publish the names of men who have received Awards for 
Inventions they entrusted to the Inventions Departments of the 
Admiralty, War Office, Air Board, and Ministry of Munitions, 
without Patent protection. 57,000 to Admiralty alone. There have 
been just a few small awards for “red herring ’’ purposes ! The 
great inventions have all been stolen by officers and their friends, 
who never invented anything before the war. 

I challenge the Treasury Permanent Officials to give the names 
and ranks of those officers to whom the 32 Secret Awards from £10,000 
down were given in 1919.—See Navy Appropriation Accounts for 
1918-19, No. 53, page 35. March 18th, 1920. ALL SECRET! 
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I challenge Lord Justice Sargant to publish the names 
of those poor inventors whose cases he has heard himself in secret, 
and refused a public hearing—such for example as Chas. Law’s 
Claim as inventor of the Paravane: and Heane, the inventor of 
Synchronizing Firing Gear; Green’s Wire Submarine Net ; Campbell's 
Blister Ship, etc., scores of them in fact! 
VIL IBIE IIE MC IOS) |e... 

Copies of these charges have been sent to each Member of the 
British and Canadian Parliaments, and to the Cabinet Ministers of 
the other Dominions concerned. 


WANTED : A REAL PUBLIC INQUIRY. 

A Public Inquiry and frank exposure of Lord Justice Sargant’s 
methods will solve one of the causes of unrest, and open the eyes of the 
public. We have had flve yearsof War. There have been several Royal 
Commissions set up to enquire into abuses. Where are the culprits ? 
None! All whitewashed ! If the Government will expose and punish 
these guilty Permanent Officials, the Nation will trust Parliament as 
never before.—Treasury Permanent Officials! 

It should be remembered that it was corrupt Permanent Officials 
constantly flouting the Constitution who sent Russia to her doom, and 
in Italy foreed MUSSOLINI and the FASCISTI to save the nation from 
ruin, by pitching these Officials out neck and crop. 

Who are these responsible English Officials ? Sir Warren Fisher, 
head of the Civil Service, Sir A. Claud Schuster, permanent Secy. 
of the Legal Service of England. 

These are the men in England to-day who represent the Ring, 
and are responsible to Parliament for all the corruption in Govt. 
Depts., and in the Civil Service. They can manipulate payments 
like Burney’s £265,000 secret royalties, in spite of Munitions Act 
clauses forbidding such. 

These men really rule the nation. Stanley Baldwin, Lloyd George 
and Ramsay MacDonald and their Cabinets are only pawns moved 
about on the chess board. 

The Prime Ministers are afraid of these men, although they only 
number about 20 in all. 

They all hang together and can bring any Government down in 
a month, and their skulls and mentality are as difficult to pierce 
as those of the Germans, any day. 

Great Britain must now choose between these men, and the respect 
affection and loyalty of her Dominions. If they are to share in 
Imperial Defence, they want their share of the War Inventions 
honours. 

The Dominions will have no more of it. 

Commissions did find culprits and punished them after the South 
African War. No culprits can be found in Britain to-day. Why ? 

Commissions have eyes but they see not, 
They have ears but they hear not ! 


Printed by ALBERT CLOSE, 16 York Road, Ilford, London, and 
R.M.D. 2, NAPANEE, CANADA. 
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